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CHRONOLOGY OF “THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.” 





THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that can be collected of the Legislative 
History of this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVIIIth Century (1803), 36 vols. 
The chief sources whence these Debates are derived are the Constitutional History, 24 vols. ; 
Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Journal; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621; Chandler and 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; Grey’s Debates of the Commons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. ; 


Almon’s Debates, 24 vols. ; 
Parliament by Dr. Johnson, &c., &c. 


Debrett's Debates, 63 vols.; The Hardwicke Papers ; Debates in 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and the contents are 


set forth in the following Chronological Table : 








HISTORY. 
CONQUEST to 34 GEO. II.—1066 to 1760. 
Vol. 1 to 15, 1 Witt. I. to 34 Geo. II. 

1066-1760 
REIGN OF GEORGE III.—1760 to 1820. | 


Vol. 15 to 35, 1 Gro. III. to 40 Geo. IIL. | 
1760-1800 


(First PARLIAMENT.) 

NGUSD* scwesees' 41 Geo. IIL......... 1801 
== BO sinsesaes 42 Or 1802 
(SECOND PARLIAMENT.) 

VOR SB cissivass 42 Guo. HI. ...... 1802-5 | 


DEBATES. 
First Series. 


(SECOND PARLIAMENT—~continued,) 


Vol. 1 & 2...44 Gro. III....... 1803.4 
— $to 59...45 mar hein L805 | 
— 6 & 7...46 - ee 1806 | 
(THIRD PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 8 & 9...47 (Geo. III ...... 1806-7 
(FOURTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 9 to 1l...48 Geo. III....... 1807-8 
— 12— 14...49 ee 1809 
— 15 — 17...50 alas 1810 
— 186— @...51 =e 1810-11 
a CEA ee as 1812 | 
| 
(FIFTH PARLIAMENT.) | 
Vol. 24 to 26...53 Gero. IIT. ... 1812-13 | 
— 27 & 28...54 — 1813-14 | 
— 29 to3l..55 — 1814-15 | 
— ee, wil gees 1816 | 
— 35 & 36...57 es dacs 1817 | 
— 37 — 38...58 ee Coneoes 1818 | 


(SIXTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 39 & 40...59 Gero. III. ...... 1819 
Se | re 60 as 1819-20 


Second Series. 


REIGN OF GEORGE IV.—1820 to 1830. 


(SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vok 1 to 3... 1 Gro. ty. ....:. 1820 
a 64 8... 2 =< gaielnes 1821 
= G— 1... 3 Sn anaes 1822 
8 - G9... 4 ee soaes 1823 
= 1O— TE... 5 mle aks 1824 
ey | ene ee 1825-6 
SEG: ifs eee Ole carr ee 1826 
(EIGHTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Wel, Ge s.3ockces5 7 Guon FV: ...:.: 13826 
ae | See, 8 Ba Stee 1827 
= FI Sx 1828 
- 20 yA ee | |) ee 1829 
99 to: 25... 11 at aes 1830 


Third Series. 
REIGN OF WILLIAM IV.—1830 to 1837. 


(NINTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vok- 1° to: 3...-1 Wie dN...22..; 1830-1 
(TENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol, 4 to &... 2 Waa, FY. ...:.. 1831 
- 9—14.. 3 ee 1832 
(ELEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
| Vol. 15 to 20... 4 Wut. IV....... 1833 
21 — 25... 5 and Nenicdiele 1854 
(TWELFTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 26 to 30... 6 Wit. IV....... 1835 
a eee | ee Nae 1836 
— SF — 6,,..8 leans , 1837 
a 2 


a 





iv CHRONOLOGY OF “THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES ”—cont. 


REIGN OF VICTORIA—1837 to 1901. (TWENTIETH PARLIAMENT-—cond.) 


(THIRTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) Vol. 209 213..230 VICTORIA wea eee 1872 
" 2 214 744;:..00 =e 1873 
Vol. 39 to 44... 1 Vicroria ...... 1838 rare , 
— 45—50..2 — ...... 1839 (TWENTY-FIRST PARLIAMENT.) 
— 51— 5b...3 — —wreeee 1840) Vol. 218 to 221...37 VICTORIA ...... 1874 
— 56 — 58... 4 bs (a) 184] 299 996. BR wed A tes 1875 
Teh —ee...2e »=3=— dezawe 1876 
(FOURTEENTH PARLIAMENT. ) Li gee, eer | ( cr 1877 
a ......:.. i Veron (@) isn) — 7-38 ose — 
— 60 to 65... 5 E sank [S42 eee —- 
eh meses 1843 750 & 251...43 (a) 1880 
ee Floste IS44 (TWENTY-SECOND PARLIAMENT.) 
— t4— 82... 8 -  gyeede 1845 © a Gi ae ae 
83 RR Rese Vol. i to 256...43 Victoria (b) 1880 
as R89 7 94...10 (a) 1847 Zor 26D...44 + on avate 188] 
266 —273...45 (a) 1882 
a a 274 & 275...45 (b) 1882 
(FIFTEENTH PARLIAMENT. ) 210% 203..46 — § Gaesce 1883 
Vol. 95 .........10 Victoria (b)1847| — 284--292..47 — ...... 1884 
ee | 1848; — 293 —-301...48 _ ... 1884-5 
LURES. (ey | ses 1849 Se 
108 —113...13 fe. iat 1850 (TWENTY-THIRD PARLIAMENT.) 
tp ees | CR | Ss 1851 | Vol. 302 to 307...49 VicrorIA (a) 1886 
= 119 —192...15 (a) 1852 


(TWENTY- FOURTH PARLIAMENT.) 


(SIXTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) Vol. 308 & 309...49 Vicrorta — (b) 1886 


. : Meteo. OO- =< “Was [S87 
re 15 Victoria (hb) 1852 20 39 5] 1888 
124 to 129...16 saa ess or). 20S 8G. Se | 1889 
— 130 —135...17 2 ee PRO a —<808.38  — ce 1890 
— f96 —139...18 = avavs. TR855 349 .356...54 . 1890-1 
— 140 —143...19 —- ..... L856 
|, | re 20 (a) L857 | Fourth Series. 
Sieiliiioes: = (TWEN?Y-FOURTH PARLIAMENT—cont.) 
(SEVENTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) Vol. lto 6...55 VICTORIA ...... 1899 
Vol. 145 to 147...20 VieroriaA = (hb) 1857 ~ : 
ee ee 1858 (TWENTY-FIFTH PARLIAMENT.) 
— 152 —153...22 (Ay aOUO PMOL Fo oi.ticsss 5G VICTORIA ..i55: 1892 
8 to 21...57 ... 1893-4 
(EIGHTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 22 A501 ——.  areeer 1894 
- * i. = mo. Bh XS ( 
Vol. 154 to 155...22 Vicrorta = (b) 1859 U pone tees 1895 
i »)* Le aia J 
156 i eet 1860 (TWENTY-SIXTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Se ee ING]. gate : 
ae ae igg2 Vol. 360 .........59 Victoria ...... 1895 
169 --172...26 oe 1863 A aad - 1895-6 
ee Id 1 ~ilnaem 189% 
—- 177 —180..98  — ....., 1865 9 + in sSrne 
66 “a, |) ey 1899 
epeinginn PARLIAMENT. ) TT sees ee eee G3 sees 1899 
‘ 7 : ‘8 — $3..:63 —s eee 6. 
Vol. 181 to 1 84... or ) VICTORIA ...... 1866 “4 63.4 b4 Perr: 
-- SS - 180.30 ieee 1S6 Biss bie os! Bey dee, -. eek 1900 
— 190 —193...31 oe ESOUS] Bo... 64 aie 1900 
) SS ee O04 —  — Qicese 1900 


(TWENTIETH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 194 to 198...32 VierorIA  ... 1868-9 (TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


= eon 292 33 1870 Vo. &8 ...:.:::.64 VeCproRTA .. .. 1900 
— 204 to 208...34 a > See 1871 BID oc, oes 1 Epwarp VII. 1901 
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HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS 
OF STATE, Eve 


THE CABINET. 


Prime Minister and Lord Privy Seal——Most Hon. the Marquess of SALISBURY, K.G. 
Lord Vresident of the Council——His Grace the Duke of DEVONSHIRE, K.G. 
Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Earl of HALSBURY. 
lirst Lord of the Treasury —-Rt. Hon. ArtHUR J. BALFOUR. 
Secretaries of State —— 
Foreign Atfairs——Most Hon. the Marquess of LANSDOWNE, K.G., G.C.M.G., G.C.S. 1. 
Home Department——Rt. tion. CHARLES T. RITCHIE. 
Colonial——Rt. Hon. JoSEPH CHAMBERLAIN. 
War——Rt. Hon. W. St. JOHN BRropRICK. 
India Kt. Hon. Lord GEORGE HAMILTON. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer-—Rt. Hon. Sir MichakL Hicks Bracn, Be. 
First Lord of the Admiralty——Rt. Hon. the EARL OF SELBORNE. 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland -Rt. Hon. Earl CADOGAN, K.G. 
Lord Chancellor of Ireland——Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 
President of the Board of Trade-——Rt. Hon. GERALD W. BALrour. 
Postmaster-General — Marquess of LONDONDERRY, KX.G. 





Secretary for Scotland——Rt. Hon. Lord BALFotR OF BURLEIGH. 

President of the Local Government Board——Rt. Hon. WALTER H. Lona. 
Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster——Rt. Hon. Lord JAMES OF HEREFORD. 
First Commissioner of Works——Rt. Hon. A. AKERS DOUGLAS. 


President of the Board of Agriculture Rt. Hon. R. W. HANBURY. 
NOT IN THE CABINET. 


Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury ——Rt. Hon. Sir W. WALROND, M.P. 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury —J. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Esq., M.P. 
Chief Secretary for Ireland —-Rt. Hon. GEORGE WyYNDHAM, M.P. 
Vice-President of the Board of Education-——Rt. Hon. Sir J. ELDON Gorst, M.P. 
Secretary to the Admiralty——HtGu O. ARNOLD-FuRSTER, Esq.. M.P. 
Lords of the Treasury-—/ Hl. 'T. ANSTRUTHER, Esq., M.P. 
; Fae eT TR (\WibitiAmM Hayes FIisHer. Esq., M.P. 
‘Vice-Admiral Lord W. T. KERR, K.C.B. 
. Rear- Admiral A. L. DouGLaAs. 
Lords of the Admiralty Rear-Admiral A. K. Winson, V.C., C.B. 
\ capt. A.W. Mo.ne, C.B., C.MLG. 


Parliamentary Secretary, Foreign Otlice-— Viscount CRANGORNE, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Home Office —-Rt. Hon. Jessi: COLLINGS, M.P. 


Parliamentary Secretary, Coloniai Office Ri. tion. Earl of ONSLOW, G.C.M.G. 
Parliamentary Secretary, India Ottice Rt. Hon. Earl of HARDWICKE. 

Parliamentary Secretary, War Oftice—-Rt. Hon. Lord RAGLAN. 

Parliamenta: 7 Secretary to the Uoard of Trade——Rt. Hon. Earl of Gubviiy, 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Board— J. Grant LAwson, Msq., MLV. 
Financial Secretary, War Office——Lord Stanley, M.P. 

Attorney-General— Air R. B. Fr Lay, Q.C., M.P. 

Solicitor-General—-Iit. Hon. E. Carson, Q.C., M.P. 














vi HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE -—(Cont.) 


OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE. 
tt. Hon. Sir F. H. JEUNE, K.C.B., President Probate, Divorce, 





Judge Advocate-General 
and Admiralty Division. 

Lord Chamberlain——Rt. Hon. Lord CHURCHILL, K.C.V.O. 

Vice-Chamberlain——Hon. AILWYN E. FELLOWEs, M.P. 





Lord Steward Rt. Hon. Earl of PEMBROKE AND MONTGOMERY, G.C.V.O. 
Master of the Horse——His Grace the Duke of PORTLAND, K.G., G.C.V.O. 


Paymaster-General——His Grace the Duke of MARLBOROUGH. 
Comptroller of the Household——Viscount VALENTIA, M.P. 
Treasurer of the Household——-Rt. Hon. Earl Howe. 
7” ister of the Buckhounds——Rt. Hon. Lord CHESHAM, 
Captain Yeomen of the Guard——Rt. Hon. Earl WALDEGRAVE. 
; General R t. Hon. Viscount BRIDPORT, G.C.B. (permanent) 
Rt. Hon. Earl of KInToRE, G.C.M.G. 
Rt. Hon. Earl of DENBIGH. 
Lords-in- Waiting—— / Rt. Hon. Lord Harris, G.C.S.1L, G.C. LE. 
tt. Hon. Lord LAWRENCE. 
Rt. Hon. Earl of CLARENDON. 
tt. Hon. Lord BAGorT. 


SCOTLAND. 
Seeretary for Scotland and Keeper of the Great Seal——Rt. Hon. Lord BALFouR OF BURLEIGH: 
Lord Justice-General——Rt. Hon. J. B. BALFoUR. 


Lord Advocate Rt. Hon. A. G. MurRRAY, Q.C.. M.P. 

Lord Justice Clerk ——Rt. Hon. Lord KINspurGH, C.B. 

Lord Clerk Register——His Grace the Duke of Montross, K.T. 

Lord High Commissioner tt. Hon. Earl of LEVEN AND MELVILLE. 
Solicitor-General———CHARLES Scott Dickson, Esq., (.C., M.P. 





IRELAND. 
Lord Lieutenant——Rt. Hon. Earl CADOGAN, K.G. 
Lord is ee Mg Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 
Chief Secretary Hon. GEORGE WYNDHAM, M.P. 
Under ‘ese le Hon. Sir DAVID HARREL, K.C.B., K.C.V.O. 
Department of Agriculture and Technical Instructic n——President : The Rt. Hen. the CHIEF 


SECRETARY FOR IRELAND; Vice-President: Rt. Hon. HoRACE PLUNKETT. 
Attorney-General——Rt. Hon. J. ATKINSON, M.P. 
Solicitor-General——GEo. WRIGHT, Esq. 


PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Chairman of Committees——Rt. Hon. Earl of MorRLEy. 
Clerk of Parliaments——Henry J. L. GRAHAM, Esq., C.B. 
Deputy Clerk of Parliaments (Clerk Assistant)——Hon. E. P. THESIGER, C.B. 
Reading-Clerk and Clerk of Outdoor Committees 
Counsel to the Chairman of Committees —- ALBERT GRAY, Esq. 
Chief Clerk and Clerk of Public Bills H. C. MALKIN, Esq 
Senior Clerks— 
Clerk of Private Bills, and Taxing Otticer of Private Bill Costs 
Peers’ Printed Paper Office — A. HARRISON, Esq. 











R. W. Monro, Esq. 





Principal Clerk, Judicial Department, and Pocing Officer of Judicial Costs E. F. 
TAYLOR, Esq. 
Clerk of the Journals——W. A. LEIGH, Esq. 
Principal Clerk of Private c ommittees: -J. F. SYMONS JEUNE, Esq. 
Other C Henke —F. SKENE, Esq. ; W. H. HAMILTON GorpDown, Esq. ; C. L. ANSTRUTHER, Esq 


(Clerk a the Table) ; Hon A. MCDONNELL; A. H. Ropinson, Esq. ; H. P. St. 
JOHN, Esq. ; V. M. BippuLpn, Esq. ; Hon. E. A. STonor; H. J. F. BADELEY, Esq. 
(, HEADLAM, ‘isn ; J. B. HorHam, Esq. 

Accountant——G. I ULKEs, Esq. 

Copyist—~-Mr. T. A. Court ; Assistant Copyist——Mr. H. P. Norris. 

——— -Messrs. W. WorFELL, A. A. WorFELL, C. E. CHIZLETT, A. N. STOLL, J. W. F. 


Lockk, J. MCMILLAN, G. BENNETT. 
Librarian— "8. ARTHU — NG, Esq. 
Assistant Libri _ F Se M. buTLER, Esq. 
Messenger—— Mr. 7 . STREVENS. 


[Examiners hor ny i fede “Ps C. W. CAMPION, Esq. ; J. F. SYMONS JEUNE, Esq. ; Clerk 
J.W BOND, Esq. 

Guntieman U “oa of the Black gs ag Sir Michael A. S. BippuLPH, G.C.B. 

Yemnan Usher—— C _— ‘i BUTLER. 

Serjeant-at-Arms——Major- General Sir ARTHUR ELLIs, K.C.Y.O., C.S.1. 








HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE.—(Cont.) vii 


PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS.—(Cont.) 


Deputy Serjeant-at-Arms——S. HAND, Esq. 

Resident Superintendent——Mr. J. K. WILLIAMs. 

Shorthand Writer W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Principal Doorkeepers Messrs. W. CHANDLER, E. Fox, F. HOLMAN. 

First Class Assistants Messrs. C. WALKER, J. HEDLEY, J. LANE. 

Second Class Assistants Messrs. B. GALLOP, H. B. STREVENS, G. W. Cross, W. Stropp. 

fhird Class Assistants—— Messrs. J. WooLAcotr, A. A. EpNry, J. F. BAUM. 

Messengers——Messrs. A. J. SoLMAN, J. B. Forsytu, C. CHarpMan, W. PHILLIPS, 
W. W. MEATES. 

Superintendent of Refreshment Rooms——Mr. WILLIAM AGGAS. 

Inspector of Police attending the House of Lords——Mr. T, KENDRICK. 
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PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

Clerk of the House of Commons ARCHIBALD MILMAN, Esq., C.B. 

Clerk-Assistant FRANCIS B. G. JENKINSON, Esq., C.B. 

Second Clerk-Assistant——ARTHUR W. NICHOLSON, Esq. 

Principal Clerks 
Public Bill Office, and Clerk of Fees——W. Gippons, Esq. 

Clerk of the Journals W. H. Ley, Esq. 
Committee Office %. DICKINSON, Esq. 
Private Bill Office——J. H. W. SoMEnseEtT, Esq. 

Senior Clerks —F. St. GEORGE TUPPER, Esg. ; H. C. Tower, Esq. ; C. V. Frere, Esq. 
L. T. LE MARCHANT, Esq.; G. C. GIFFARD, Esq. ; Sir E. H. DoyLr, Bart. 

Assistant Clerks S. L. Simeon, Esq. ; AkTHUR I. DASENT, Esq. ; E. C. HOWE BROWNE, 
Esq.; HorAcE WeEst, Esq.; HENRY A. FERGUSON-DAVIE, Esq.; ARTHUR H. ELLIS, Esq. ; 
Percy A. BULL, Esq.; F. R. WILLIAMS Wynn, Esq.; W. E. Grey, Esq.; F. C. 
HOLLAND, Esq. ; J. W. G. Bonb, Esq. ; T. L. WEBSTER, Ba. 

Junior Clerks H. C. DAWKINS, Esq. ; A. F. B. WILLIAMS, Esq.; R. P. CoLomn, Esq. ; 

3. H. FELL, Esq.; R. E. CHILDERS, Esq. ; J. SCOTT PORTER, Esq. ; F.C. BRAMWELL, Esq. ; 
W. T. LEGGE, Esq.; C. R. TURNER, Esq.; W. K. Gibsons, Esq.; A. E. A. W. SMYTH, Esq. 

Collectors of Fees on Private Bills——C. L. Lockron, Esq. 

Shorthand Writer——W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Office Clerk in Committee Office——Mr. T. FEILDEN MITCHELL. 

Otlice Clerk in Journal Oftice——Mr. A. A. TAYLOR. 

Messengers Messrs. J J. SHELVEY, C. DAVIE, W. QUANTRILL, H. JoNEs, G. D. WELLER, 
J. ARMSTRONG, J. WOODWARD, J. Ivory, G. NORMAN. 

Serjeant-at-Arms——H. D. ERSKINE, Esq. 

Depaty Serjeant——F. R. Gosset, Esq. é 

Assistant Serjeant——W. H. ERSKINE, Esq. 

Doorkeepers——Mr. W. WILSON, Mr. M. INGLEFIELD. 

Otlice Messenger——Mr. C. J. H. SHEARN. 

Messengers (Ist Class)- Mr. H. HAMBLING, Mr. C. WoopcrarFt, Mr. R. Roperrson, Mr. 
J. ‘Hints, Mr. J. SPRAGUE, Mr. A. ANDREWS, Mr. T. B. SprAy, Mr. G. Tyr, Mr. R, 
Hopsy, Mr. G. ANSTEY, Mr. J. H. Day. 

Messengers (2nd Class)- Messrs. J. HENDERSON, G. WAINWRIGHT, J. GUYATT, R. TURTLE, 
A. HASKELL, A. C. JOHNSON, G. CLAPPERTON, H. E. LININGTON. 

Superintendent of Members’ Waiting Room——Mr. J. F. HENLEY ; Assistanc-——Mr. W. 
BROADBENT ; Porters——Messrs J. ORAM, T. MARTIN. 

Postmaster——Mr. EDMUND W. Pike; Hall Keeper Mr. J. GLYNN. 

Office Keeper—— Mr. W. HARVEY. 

Chaplain to the House Rev. Canon BASIL WILBERFORCE, D.D. 

Secretary to the Speaker——EDWARD GULLY, Esy. 

Counsel to the Speaker——Hon. E. CHANDOS LEIGH, Q.C., C.B. 

Trainbearer——Mr. J. FRENCH, 

Messenger——Mr. G. T. VINEY. 

Referee of Private Bills ALFRED BONHAM CARTER, Esq., C.B. 

Examiners of Private Bills C. W. CAMPION, Esq., J. F. SYMONS JEUNE, Esq. 

Taxing Master——C. W. Campion, Esq. ; Clerk——B. H. FELL, Esq. 

Librarian R. C. WALPOLE, Esq. ; Assistant Librarian——E. G. HARVEY, Esq. ; Clerks in 
Library Messrs. J. R. Crimp, WM. STEWART; Messengers — Messrs. A. FIRMIN, 
W. HAGUE. 

Vote Office—— 

Chief Clerk H. A. M. KILLICK, Esq. 
Assistant Clerks——P. E. Smitu, Esq., H. OTWAY MAYNE, Esq. 
Messenger——Mr. JOHN EDWARDS. 







































































Printers—— 
Journals——G. E. BRISCOE Eykk, Esq. 
Votes——-J. B. NICHOLS, Esq. 





Chief Inspector of Police attending the House of Commons Mr. SCANTLEBURY. 
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AN ALPHABETICAL LIST 


OF THE 


LORDS SPIRITUAL AND TEMPORAL 


IN THE 
SECOND SESSION OF THE TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT 
OF 


THE UNITED KINGDOM OF GREAT BRITAIN AND IRELAND. 


1 EDWARD VIL. 1901. 


Nore.--The Figures in the Margin refer to the corresponding Figures on the Roll. 


Amherst, William Archer Earl 


A 157 
' 551 Amherst of Hackney, William 
37 Abercorn, James Marquess of, (Duke * Amhurst Lord 
of Abercorn) 190 Ampthill, Arthur Oliver Villiers 
347 Abercromby, George Ralph Lord Lord 


193 Aneaster, Gilbert Henry Earl of 

3. Anglesey, Henry Cyril Marquess of 
. ; : _ 439° Annaly, Luke Lord 
74 Abingdon, Montagu Arthur Earl of 124 Annesley, Hugh Earl. (Bleded for 


467 Aberdare, Henry Campbell Lord 


50 Abergavenny, William Marquess of 


396 Abinger, James Yorke MacGregor Ireland) 
Lord 485 <Ardilaun, Arthur Edward Lord 
460 Acton, John Emerich Edward Lord 31 Argyll, John Douglas Sutherland 
537 Addington, Egerton Lord Duke of 
45  Ailesbury, Henry Augustus Mar- | 280 —— of Wardour, John Francis 
,0rc 


quess of 
511 Ashbourne, Edward Lord 


47 Ailsa, Archibald Marquess of 
98 Ashburnham, Bertram Earl of 


3 Albany, His Royal Highness 
Leopold Charles Edward George 398 Ashburton, Francis Denzil Edward 


Albert Duke of Lord 
76 Albemarle, Arnold Allan Cecil Earl 548 Ashcombe, George Lord 
of 567 Ashton, James Lord 
573 Aldenham, Henry Hucks Lord 323 Auckland, William Morton Lord 
477 Alington, Henry Gerard Lord 597 Avebury, John Lord 


601 Alverstone, Richard Everard Lord 92  Avylesford,Charles Wightwick Far! of 








308 
456 


110 
556 
150 
14 
17 


293 


126 


426 


313 


D49 


201 


331 


300 
268 


ALPHABETICAL 
B 


Bagot, William Lord 


Balinhard, James Lord. (url of | = 


South esk) 


Balfour of Burley, Alexander Hugh 
Lord. (Elected for Scotland) 

Bandon, James Francis Earl of. 
(Elected for Ireland) 

Bangor, Henry William Crosbie 
Viscount. (Elected for Ireland) 

Barnard, Henry de Vere Lord 

Basing, George Limbrey Lord 

Bateman, William Bateman Lord 

Bath, Thomas Henry Marquess of 

Bath and Wells, George Wyndham 
3ishop of 

Bathurst, Seymour Henry Earl 

Battersea, Cyril Lord 

Beauchamp, William Earl 

Beaufort, Henry Aldebert Welling- 
ton Fitzroy Duke of 

Bedford, Herbrand Arthur Duke of 


Belhaven and Stenton, Alexander - 


Charles Lord (Elected for Scotland) 

3elmore, Somerset Richard Earl of 
(Elected for Trelaun’) 

Belper, Henry Lord 

Berkeley, Randal Mowbray Thomas 
Ear] of 

Berwick, Richard Henry Lord 

Blythswood, Archibald Campbell 
Lord 

Bolingbroke and St. John, ———— 
Viscount 

Bolton, William Thomas Lord 

Boston, George Florance Lord 

Botreaux, Charles Edward Hastings 
Lord. (Earl of Loudoun) 

Bowes, Claude Lord. (Hurl of 
Strathmore and Kinghorn) 

3oyle, Richard Edmund St. Law- 
rence Lord. (Burl of Cork and 
Orrery) 

Brabourne, Edward Lord 

Bradford, George Cecil Orlando 
Earl of 

Brampton, Henry Lord 

Brancepeth, Gustavus Russell Lord. 
(Viscount Boyne) 

Brandon, Alfred Douglas Duke of 


LIST OF THE 


10] 


435 


146 


118 
184 


1329 


42 
269 


160 


194 
346 


Brassey, Thomas Lord 

Braybrooke, Charles Cornwallis Lord 

Braye, Alfred Thomas Townshend 
Lord 

Breadalbane, Gavin Marquess of 

Bridport, Alexander Nelson Viscount 

Bristol, Frederick William 
Marquess of 

Brodrick, William Lord. 
Midleton) 

Brooke, Francis Richard Charles Guy 
Earl, and Earl of Warwick 


John 


(Tl iscount 


Brougham and Vaux, Henry Charles 
Lord 


3rownlow, Adelbert Wellington 


Brownlow Ear] 
3uckinghamshire, Sidney Carr Earl 
of 
Burghclere, Herbert Coulstoun Lord 
Burton, Michael Arthur Lord 
’ 
Bute, John Marquess of 
Byron, George Fredk. William Lord 


C 
Cadogan, George Henry Ear! 
Cairns, Herbert John Ear! 
Calthorpe, Augustus Cholmondeley 
Lord 


Highness 
Frederick 


Cambridge, His Royal 
George William 
Charles Duke of 

Camden, John Charles Marquess 

Camoys, Ralph Francis Julian Lord 

Camperdown, Robert Adam Philips 
Haldane Earl of 

Canterbury, Frederick Archbishop of 

Canterbury, Henry Charles Viscount 

Carew, Robert Shapland George 
Julian Lord 

Carleton, Richard Lord. 

(Earl of Shannon) 


Carlisle, George James Earl of 


Henry 


Carlisle, John Wareing Bishop of 

Carnarvon, George Edward Stan- 
hope Molyneux Ear! of 

Carnwath, Robert Harris Carnwath 
Earl of. (Elected for Scotland) 

Carrington, Charles Robert Earl 

Carysfort, William Lord. (url of 
Carysfort) 
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459 


144 
158 


388 


420 


LORDS SPIRITUAL 


Castlemaine, Albert Edward Lord. | 


(Elected for Ireland) 
Castletown, Bernard 

Barnaby Lord 
Catheart, Alan Frederick Earl 


Edward 


Cawdor, Frederick Archibald 
Vaughan Earl 

Chaworth, Reginald Lord. (Hurl of | 
Meath) 

Chelmsford, Frederic Augustus | 
Lord 
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Chesham, Charles Compton Willian: 
Lord | 


Chester, Francis John Bishop of 


Chesterfield, Edwyn Francis Earl of |“ 


Cheylesmore, William Meriton Lord | 


Chichester, Walter John Earl of 


Chichester, Ernest Roland Bishop of F 


Cholmondeley, George Henry Hugh | 
Marquess of | 

Churchill, Victor Albert 
Charles Lord 

Churston, John Lord 

William Frederick Vis- 

(Karl of Clancarty) 

Clanwilliam, Richard . 


(Earl of Clanwilliam) 


Francis | 


Clanearty, 
count, 


James Lord. | 


; 112 Clarendon, Edward Hyde Ear! | 


of. (Lord 
Household) 


Charles Lord. 


Chamberlain of — the! 


Clements, (Karl of 
Leitrim) 

Clifford of Chudleigh, Lewis Henry 
Hugh Lord 

Clinton, Charles Henry Rolle Lord 

Clonbrock, Luke Gerald 
(Elected for Ireland) 

Cloncurry, Valentine Frederick Lord 


Lord. 


Cobham, Charles George Viscount 
Colchester, Reginald Charles Edward 
Lord 


Coleridge, Bernard John Seymour 
Lord 

Colville of Culross, Charles John 
Lord 


Combermere, Francis Lynch Wel- 
lington Viscount 

Henry Lord 

Connaught and Strathearn, His 
Royal Highness Arthur William 
Patrick Albert Duke of 


Congleton, 


129 


590 


90 
179 
564 


580 


264 
422 
107 


397 
407 


190 
535 
261 
394 


Connemara, Robert Lord 

Cottenham, Kenelm Charles Edward 
Earl of 

Cottesloe, Thomas Francis Lord 

Coventry, George William Earl of 

Cowley, Henry Arthur Mornington 
Earl 

Cowper, Francis Thomas de Grey 
Earl 

Cranbrook, Gathorne Ear] of 

Cranworth, Robert Thornhaugh Lord 


Craven, William George Robert 
Earl of 

Crawshaw, Thomas Lord 

Crewe, Robert Offley Ashburton 
Earl of 

Crofton, Edward Henry Churchill 
Lord. (Elected for Ireland) 


Cromer, Evelyn Viscount 

Cross, Richard Assheton Viscount 

Cumberland and Teviotdale, His 
Royal Highness Ernest Augustus 
William Adolphus George Fredk. 
Duke of 


Currie, Philip Henry Wodehouse 


Lord 


D 


Dartmouth, William Heneage Earl of 
Dartrey, 


Davey Horeee Lord. 
Appeal in Ordinary) 


Dawnay, Hugh Richard Lord. 
count Downe) 

De Clifford, Jack Southwell Lord 

De Freyne, Arthur Lord 

De La Warr, Gilbert Geo. Reginald 
Earl 

De L'Isle and Dudley, Philip Lord 

De Mauley, William Ashley Webb 
Lord 

de Montalt, Cornwallis Earl 

De Ramsey, William Henry Lord 

de Ros, Dudley Charles Lord 


Vesey Earl of 
(4 Lord of 


(Vis- 


De Saumarez, James St. Vincent 
Lord 
de Vesci, John Robert William 


Lord. (Viscount de Vesct) 
Delamere, Hugh Lord 








306 
71 


281 


473 


165 


389 


428 
164 


196 


15] 
42] 


171 


- 18 Devonshire, 


ALPHABETICAL 
Denbigh, Rudolph Robert Basil 
Aloysius Augustine Earl of 
Denman, Thomas Lord 


Deramore, Robert Wilfrid Lord 

Derby, Frederick Arthur Ear! of 

Derwent, Harcourt Lord 

Devon, Henry Hugh Earl of 

Spencer Compton 

Duke of. (Lord President of the 
founct!) 

Digby, Edward Henry Trafalgar 
Lord 

Dinevor, Arthur de Cardonnel Lord 

Doneaster, William Henry Walter 
Earl of. (Duke of Bueeleach and 
(Jueensberry) 

Dormer, Ronald John Lord 

Douglas, Charles Alexander Lord. 
(Earl of Hone) 

Drogheda, Ponsonby William Ear! 
of. (Elected for Treland) 

Ducie, Henry John Karl of 

Dudley, William Humble Earl of 

Dufferin and Ava, Frederick ‘Temple 
Marquess of 

Dunalley, Henry O'Callaghan Lord, 
(Elected jor Ireland) 

Dundonald, Douglas 
Baillie Hamilton Ear! of. 
for Scotland) 


Dunleath, Henry Lyle Lord 


Mackinnon 
(Elected 


Dunmore, Charles Adolphus Lord. 
(Earl of Dunmore) 


Dunning, John Lord. 


(Lord Pollo) 


Durham, John George Earl of 


Durham, Brooke Foss Bishop of 


E 


Ebury, Robert Wellesley Lord 

Effingham, Henry Alexander Gordon 
Karl of 

Egerton, Wilbraham Ear! 

Eldon, John Earl of 

Elgin, Victor Alexander Lord. (Earl 
of Elgin und Kincardine) 

Ellenborough, Charles = Towry 
Hamilton Lord 

Ellesmere, Francis Charles Granville 


Earl of 


LIST 
516 
248 
470 
35] 
233 

69 
465 


40 


216 


180 


540 


30 


341 


116 
360 


OF THE 

Elphinstone, Sidney Herbert Lord 

Ely, Alwyne Bishop of 

Emly, Thomas William Gaston Lord 

Erskine, William Macnaghten Lord 

Esher, Reginald Baliol Viscount 

Essex, George Devereux de Vere 
Karl of 

Ettrick, William John George Lord. 
(Lord Napier) 

Exeter, William Thomas Brownlow 
Marquess of 

Exmouth, Edward Addington Har- 
greaves Viscount 


F 
Fairlie, David Lord. (Burl of 
Glasgow) 
Falkland, Byron Plantagenet Vis- 
ecount. (Ele ected Jr Scotland) 


Falmouth, Evelyn Edward Thomas 
Viscount 
Farquhar, Horace Brand Lord 


Farrer, Thomas Cecil Lord 


Fermanagh, John Henry Lord. 
(Larl Erne) 
Ferrers, Sewallis Edward Karl 


Feversham, William Ernest Earl of 

Field, William Ventris Lord 

Fife, Alexander William George 
Duke of 

Fingall, Arthur James Francis Lord. 
(Larl of Fingall) 

Fisherwick, Geo. Augustus Hamilton 
Lord. (Marquess of Donegall) 

Fitzhardinge, Charles Paget Fitz- 
hardinge Lord 

Fitzwilliam, William Thomas Spencer 
Karl 

Foley, Henry Thomas Lord 

Forbes, Horace Courtenay Gammell 
Lord. (Elected for Scotland) 

Forester, Cecil Theodore Lord 

Fortescue, Hugh Ear! 

Foxtord, William Henry Edmond 
de Vere Sheatte Lord. 
Limerick) 

Frankfort de Montmorency, Ray- 
mond Harvey Viscount. (//ected 
Ju Lrelund) 


(Karl of 
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170 


354 
479 
373 
591 


96 


310 


163 
462 


139 


267 


LORDS 
G 
Gage, Henry Charles Lord. (/ 7s 
count (rage) 
Gainsborough, Charles William 
Francis Karl of 
Gardner, Lord 
Gerard, William Cansfield Lord 
Giflord, Edric Frederic Lord 
Glanusk, Joseph Russell Lord 
Glenesk, Algernon Lord 
Gloucester, Charles John Bishop ot 
Gordon, John Campbell Viscount. 
(Earl of Aberdeen) 
Gormanston, Jenico William Joseph 


Lord. ( Viscount Gormanston) 
Goschen, George Joachim Viscount 
Gough, Hugh Viscount 


Grafton, Augustus Charles Lennox 
Duke of 

Graham, Douglas Beresford Malise 
Ronald Karl. (Duke of Montrose) 

Arthur William 

(Burl of 


Granard, Bernard 
Patrick Hastings Lord. 
(iranard) 

Grantley, John Richard Brinsley 
Lord 

Granville, Granville George Earl 

Greville, Algernon William Fulke 
Lord 

Grey, Albert Henry George Earl 

Grey de Ruthyn, Rawdon George 

Grey Lord 

Grimthorpe, Edmund Lord 

Grinstead, Lowry Egerton Lord. 
(Earl of Enniskillen) 

Guilford, Frederick George Earl of 


Gwydir, Peter Robert Lord 


H 
Haddington, George Earl of. (L/eeted 
for Scotland) 
Haldon, Lawrence Hesketh Lord 
Haliburton, Arthur Lawrence Lord 
Halifax, Charles Lindley Viscount 
197 Halsbury, Hardinge Stanley 
Earl of. (Lord High Uhuncellor) 
Hamilton of Dalzell, Gavin George 
Lord 
Hampden, Henry Robert Viscount 


SPIRITUAL 
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399 


209 


379 
221 
519 
11] 


520 
509 
582 
206 
D44 


356 


495 


TEMPORAL. xiii 

Hampton, Herbert Perrott Murray 
Lord 

Hardinge, Henry Charles Viscount 

Hardwicke, Albert Edward Philip 
Henry Earl of 

Hare, William 
Listowel) 


Harewood, Henry Ulick Earl of 


Lord. (Karl of 


Harlech, William Richard Lord 

Harrington, Charles Augustus Earl 
of 

Harris, George Robert Canning Lord 


Harrowby, John Herbert Dudley 


Earl of 

Hartismere, John Major Lord. (Lord 
Henniker) 

Hastings, George Manners Lord 

Hatherton, Edward George Percy 
Lord 


Hawarden, Cornwallis Viscount. 
(Elected for lit lund) (Lu anothe r 
place as Karl di Montult) 


Hawke, Martin Bladen Lord 

Hawkesbury, Cecil George Savile 
Lord 

Hay, George Lord. (Burl of Kinnonl) 

Headley, Charles Mark — Lord. 
( Klected for Ireland) 

Heneage, Edward Lord 

Hereford, Robert Viscount 

Hereford, John Bishop of 

Herries, Marmaduke Francis Lord 

Herschell, Richard Farrer Lord 

Hertford, Hugh de Grey Marquess 
of 

Heytesbury, William Frederick Lord 

Hill, Rowland Richard Viscount 

Hillingdon, Charles William Lord 

Hillsborough, Arthur Wills John 
Wellington ‘Trumbull Blundell 
Earl of. (Marquess of Downshire) 

Hindhp, Charles Lord 

Hobhouse, Arthur Lord 

Holm Patrick, Hans Wellesley Lord 

Hood, Francis Wheler Viscount 

Hood of Avalon, Arthur William 
Acland Lord 

Hopetoun, John Adrian Louis Lord. 
(Earl of Hopetoun) 

Hothtield, Henry James Lord 








189 
106 
335 


569 


id 


364 


448 
599 


ALPHABETICAL LIST OF 


Howard of Glossop, Francis Edward | 
Lord 

Howard de Walden, Thomas Evelyn | 
Lord 

Howe, George Richard Penn Earl 

Howth, William Ulick Tristram 
Lord. (Karl of Howth) 


Huntingdon, Warner Francis John 
Plantagenet Earl of 

Hutchinson, Richard Walter John 
Viscount. (Earl of Donoughnwre) 

Hylton, Hylton George Hylton Lord 


I 


Iddesleigh, Walter Stafford Earl of 
Ilchester, Henry Edward Earl of 
Inchiquin, Lucius William Lord. 
(Elected for Ireland) 
Innes, Henry John Earl. 
of Roxburghe) 
Inverclyde, George Arbuthnot Lord 


(Duke 


Iveagh, Edward Cecil Lord 


J 


James, Henry Lord 


Jersey, Victor Albert George Earl of 


K 
Keane, John Manley Arbuthnot 
Lord 
Kelvin, William Lord 
Kenlis, Geoffrey Thomas Lord: 


(Marquess of Headfort) 

Kenmare, Valentine Augustus Lord. 
(Earl of Kenmare) 

senry, Windham Thomas Lord. | 
(Earl of Dunraven und Mount-Earl) 

Kensington, Hugh Lord 

Kenyon, Lloyd Lord 

Ker, Robert Schomberg 
(Marquess of Lothian) 

Kesteven, John Henry Lord 

Killanin, Michael Lord. (Jn another | 
place as Lord Morris) | 

Kilmaine, Francis William Lord. | 
(Elected for Ireland) 


Lord. 
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Kilmarnock, Charles Gore Lord. 
(Earl of Erroll) 

Kilmorey, Francis Charles Earl of 
(Elected for Ireland) 

Kimberley, John Earl of 

Kinnaird, Arthur Fitz-Gerald Lord 

Kinnear, Alexander Smith Lord 

Kintore, Algern. Hawkins Thomond 
Lord. (Karl of Kintore) 


Kitchener of Khartoum, Horatio 
Herbert Lord 


Knutsford, Henry Thurstan Viscount 


L 
Lamington, Charles Wallace Alex- 
ander Napier Lord 
Vansittart 


Lanesborough, John 
(Elected for 


Danvers Earl of. 
Ireland) 

Langford, Hercules Edward Lord. 
(Elected for Ireland) 

Lansdowne, Henry Charles Keith 
Marquess of 

Lathom, Edward George Earl of 

Lauderdale, Frederick Henry Earl 
of. (Elected for Scotland) 

Lawrence, John Hamilton Lord 

Lecontield, Charles Henry Lord 

Leeds, George Godolphin Duke of 

Leicester, Thomas William Earl of 

Leigh, William Henry Lord 

Leinster, Maurice Viscount. 
of Leinster) 

Leven and Melville, Ronald Ruthven 
Earl of. (Elected for Scotland) 

Lichfield, Thomas Francis Earl of 


(Duke 


Lichfield, Augustus Bishop of 
Lilford, John Lord 
Lincoln, Edward Bishop of 


Lindley, Nathaniel Lord. (1 Lord 


of Appeal in Ordinary) 
Lindsey, Montague Peregrine Albe- 
marle Earl of 
Lingen, Ralph Robert Wheeler Lord 
Lister, Joseph Lord 
Llandaff, Henry Viscount 
Llandaff, Richard Bishop of 
Llangattock, John Allan Lord 
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237 
140 
402 
169 
301 
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414 


185 


19 


543 
336 


LORDS SPIRITUAL 


Loch, Edward Douglas Lord 
Loftus, John Henry Lord.  (Mur- 
quess of Ely) 
Londesborough, 

Henry Earl of 


London, — 


William Francis 


Bishop of 





Lonsdale, Hugh Cecil Earl of 

Lovat, Simon Joseph Lord 

Lovelace, Ralph Gordon Earl of 

Lovel and Holland, Augustus Arthur 
Lord. (Earl of Eqmont) 

Lucan, George Earl of. (Elected for 
Ireland) 

Ludlow, Henry Ludlow Lord 

Lurgan, William Lord 

Lytton, Victor Alexander George 
Robert Earl of 

Lyveden, Courtenay Robert Perey 
Lord 


M 
Macclesfield, George Loveden 
William Henry Earl of 
Macnaghten, Edward Lord. (4 


Lord of Appeal in Ordinary) 
Magheramorne, James Douglas Lord 


Malcolm of Poltalloch, John Wing- 
field Lord 


Malmesbury, James Edward Earl of 
Manchester, William Angus Drogo 
Duke of 
Manchester, James Bishop of 
Manners of Haddon, Henry John 
Brinsley Lord. = (Murquess of 
Granby) 
Manners, John Thomas Lord 
Mansfield, William David Earl of 
Manvers, Charles William Sydney 
Earl 
Mar, John Francis Erskine Earl of 
(Elected for Scotland) 
Mar and Kellie, Walter John Francis 
Earl of. (Elected for Seotlai/!) 
Marlborough, Charles Richd. John 
Duke of 

Masham, Samuel Lord 

Massy, John Thomas William Lord. 
(Elected for Ireland) 
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508 


297 
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TEMPORAL. xv 


Mayo, Dermot Robert Wyndham 
Karl of. (Elected for Ireland) 


Meldrum, Charles Lord. (Murquess 
of Huntly) 

Melville, Henry Viscount 

Mendip, Thomas Charles Lord. 


(Viscount Clifden) 


Meredyth, James Herbert Gustavus 
Meredyth Lord. (Lord Athlumney) 


Methuen, Paul Sanford Lord 


Middleton, Digby | Wentworth 
Bayard Lord 

Minster, Victor George Henry 
Francis Lord. (Marquess Conyng- 
ham) 


Minto, Gilbert John Earl of 


Monck, Henry PowerCharlesStanley 
Lord. (Viscount Monck) 


Monckton, George Edmund Milnes 
Lord. (Viscount (ralway) 


Moncreiff, Henry James Lord 
Monk Bretton, John William Lord 
Monkswell, Robert Lord 


Monson, Augustus Debonnaire John 
Lord 

Montagu of Beaulieu, Henry John 
Lord 


Monteagle, John Thomas Lord. 
(Marquess of Sligo) 
Monteagle of Brandon, Thomas 


Spring Lord 
Morley, Albert Edmund Earl of 
Morris, Michael Lord. 


Morton, Sholto George Watson Earl 
of. (lected for Scotland) 


Mostyn, Llewelyn Nevill Vaughan 
Lord 


Mount Edgeumbe, William Henry 
Earl of 


Mount Stephen, George Lord 


Mowbray, Charles Botolph Joseph 
Lord 


Muneaster, Josslyn Francis Lord 
Munster, William George Earl of 


Muskerry, Hamilton Matthew Fitz- 
maurice Lord. (Elected for 
Treland) 
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N 
Napier, Robert William Lord 
Nelson, Horatio Earl 
Newcastle, Henry Pelham Archibald 
Douglas Duke of 
Newlands, William Wallace Lord 


Newton, Thomas Wodehouse Lord 


Norfolk, Henry Duke of. (Hurl 
Marshal of Englund) 
Normanby, Constantine Charles 


Henry Marquess of 
North, William Henry John Lord 


Northampton, William 
Spencer Scott Marquess of 


George 


Northbourne, Walter Henry Lord 
Northbrook, Thomas George Earl of 
Northeote, Henry Stattord Lord 
Northesk, David John Carnegie Earl 
of. (Electe 4 for Seotland) 
Northington, Frederick Lord. (Lard 
Henley) 
Northumberland, 
Duke of 
Norton, Charles Bowyer Lord 
Norwich, John Bishop of 


O 
O’Brien, Peter Lord 
O'Hagan, Maurice Herbert Lgnatius 
Towneley Lord 
O'Neill, Edward Lord 
Onslow, William Hillier Kar! of 
Orford, Robert Horace Earl of 
Oriel, Clotworthy John Eyre Lord. 
(Viseount Musseree Hé) 
Ormathwaite, Arthur Lord 


Ormonde, James Edward William 
Theobald Lord. (Marquess of 
Ormonde ) 


Henry George 


Overtoun, John Campbell Lord 


Oxenfoord, John Lord. (Lur/ uf 
Stuir) 


Oxford, William Bishop of 


P 
Pauncefote, Julian Lord 
Peel, Arthur Weilesley Viscount 


Montgomery, 
(Lord Steward of 


ancl 
Sidney Ear! of. 
the Household) 


| 446 


134 


245 
198 
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OF THE 
Penrhyn, George Sholto Gordon 
Lord 
Petre, Bernard Henry Philip Lord 
Pirbright, Henry Lord 
Playfair, George James Lord 
Plunket, William Lee Lord 
Poltimore, Augustus — Frederick 
George Warwick Lord 
Ponsonby, Walter William Brabazon 
Lord. (Eurl of Bessborough) 
Portland, William John Arthur 
Charles James Duke of 
Portman, William Henry Berkeley 
Viscount 
Portsmouth, Newton Ear! of 
Kar] 
Powerscourt, Mervyn Edward Vis- 
count. (Elected for Trelund) 
Powerscourt, Mervyn Edward Lord. 
(In another place as Viscount 
Powerscourt) 


Pt, <n — 


Powis, George Charles Earl of 


R 


Radnor, Jacob Karl of 


Raglan, George Fitz-Roy Henry 
Le rd 
Ramsay, Arthur George Maule 


Lord. (Karl of Dalhousie) 
Ranfurly, Uchter John Mark Lord. 
(Eurl of Ranfurly) 
Rathdonnell, Thomas 
(Elected for Irelund) 


Rathmore, David Robert Lord 


Lord. 


Kane 


Ravensworth, Henry George Earl of 

Rayleigh, John William Lord 

Reay, Jonald James Lord 

Rende!, Stuart Lord 

Revelstoke, John Lord 

Ribblesdale, Thomas Lord 

Richmond, Charles Henry Duke of 

Ridley, Matthew White Viscount 

Ripon, George Frederick Samuel 
Marquess of 

Ripon, William Boyd Bishop of 

Roberts, Frederick Sleigh Earl 

Robertson, James Patrick Banner- 
man Lord. (./ Lord of Appeal in 
Ordinury) 
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LORDS SPIRITUAL 


Rochester, Edward Stuart Bishop of 
Rodney, George Bridges Harley 
Dennett Lord 
Romilly, John Gaspard Le Marchant 
Lord 
Romney, Charles Earl of 
Rookwood, Henry John Lord 
Rosebery, Archibald Philip Lord. 
(Earl of Rosebery) 
Rosmead, Hercules Arthur Temple 
Lord 
Rosse, Lawrence Earl of. 


(Ele ected 
Sor Ireland) | 


Rosslyn, James Francis Harry Earl | 3: 


of 

Rossmore, Derrick Warner William 
Lord 

Rothschild, Nathaniel Mayer Lord 

Rowton, Montagu William Lord 

Russell, John Francis Stanley Earl 

Rutland, John James Robert Duke 
of 


Ss 

Sackville, Lionel Sackville Lord 

St. Albans, Charles Victor Albert 
Aubrey De Vere Duke of 

St. Albans, John Wogan Bishop of 

St. Asaph, Alfred George Bishop of 

Saint Germans, Henry Cornwallis 
Karl of 

St. John of  Bletso, 
Moubray Lord 

Saint Leonards, Edward Burtenshaw 
Lord 

Saint Levan, John Lord 

Saint Oswald, Rowland Lord 


Beauchamp 


St. Vineent, Carnegie Parker Vis- 
count 


35 Salisbury, Robert Arthur Talbot 


Marquess of. (Lord Privy Seal) 

Salisbury, John Bishop of 

Saltersford, James George Henry 
Lord. (kvl of Courtown) 

Saltoun, Alexander William Fredk. 
Lord. (Elected for Scotland) 

Sandhurst, William Lord 

Sandwich, Edward George Henry 
Earl of 

Sandvs, Augustus Frederick Arthur 
Lord 

[FOURTH SERIES. | 
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Savile, John Savile Lord 

Saye and Sele, John Fiennes Lord 

Scarbrough, Aldred Fredk, George 
Beresford Earl of 

Scarsdale, Alfred Nathaniel Holden 
Lord 

Seaton, John Reginald Upton Lord 

Sefton, Charles William Hylton 
Philip Lord. (Lurl of Sefton) 

Selborne, William Waldegrave Ear] 
of 

Shaftesbury, Anthony Earl of 

Shand, Alexander Burns Lord 

Shettield, Henry North Lord. (Lari 
of She thie ii/) 

Sherborne, Edward Lennox Lord 

Shrewsbury, Charles Henry John 
Earl of 

Shute, Percy Lord, 
rington) 

Sidmouth, William Wells Viscount 

(Burl of 


(Viscount Bar- 


Silehester, Thomas Lord, 


Longford) 

Sinclair, Charles William Lord, 
(Elected for Seotlund) 

Somerhill, Hubert George Lord. 


(Marquess of Clanricarde) 
Somers, Arthur Herbert Tennyson 
Lord 
Somerset, Algernon Duke of 
Somerton, Sidney James Lord. 
(Burl | Normanton) 
Sondes, George Edward Earl 
Southampton, Charles Henry Lord 
Southwell, George Bishop of 
Spencer, John Poyntz Earl 
Stafford, Fitzherbert Lord 
Stalbridge, Richard de Aquila Lord 
Stamford, William Ear] of 
Stanhope, Arthur Philip Ear! 
Stanley of Alderley, Henry Edward 
John Lord 
Stanmore, Arthur Lord 
Stewart of Garlies, Randolph Henry 
prd.  (Barl of Galloway) 
Stradbroke, George Edwared John 
Mowbray Earl of 
Edmund Cecil 


Strafford, Francis 


Karl of 
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409 


501 


317 


6] 
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204 


455 
£87 
254 


491 


Strange, John James Hugh Henry 


Marl, (Duke of ¢ {tholl) 
Strathcona and Mount Royal, 
Donald Alexander Lord 
Stratheden, Hallyburton George 
Lord 


Strathspey, James Lord. (Karl of 
Seafield) 

Stuart of Castle Stuart, Edmund 
Archibald Lord, (url of Moray) 

Sudeley, Charles Douglas Richard 
Lord 

Sudley, Arthur Saunders William 
Charles Fox Lord. (Hurl of Arran) 


Suffield, Charles Lord 
Suffolk and Berkshire, 
Molyneux Paget Earl of 


Henry 


Sutherland, Cromartie Duke of 


Swansea, Ernest Ambrose Lord 


T 


Talbot de Malahide, Richard Wogan 
Lord 

Tankerville, George Montagu Earl of 

Temple of Stowe, William Stephen 
Far] 

Templemore, Henry Spencer Lord 

Templetown, Henry Edward Mos 
tagu Dorington Clotworthy Vis 
count, (Elected fo z Ti land) 


Tennyson, Hallam Lord 


Tenterden, Charles Stuart Henry 
Lord 
Teynham, Henry John Philip 


Sidney Lord 
Thring, Henry Lord 
Thurlow, Thomas John Lord 
Tollemache, Wilbraham Frederic 


Li rd 


Torphichen, James Walter Lord. 
(Elected fo Scotland) 


Torrington, George Master Viscount 
Townshend, John 
Stuart Marquess 


James Dudley 


Tredegar, Godfrey Charles Lord 
Trevor, Arthur William Lord 


Truro, John Bishop of 


Tweeddale, William Montagu Lord. | 


(Marquess of Tweeddale) 


496 


315 


145 
119 


97 
307 


566 
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Tweedmouth, Edward Lord 
Tyrone, Henry De La Poer Lord. 
(Marquess of Waterford) 


Vv 


Vane, Charles Stewart Earl. (Mar 
quess of Londonderry) 
Vaux of Harrowden, Hubert 


George Charles Lord 

Ventry, Dayrolles Blakeney Lord, 
(Elected for Ireland) 

Vernon, George Francis Augustus 
Lord 

Verulam, James Walter Earl of 

Vivian, George Crespigny Brabazon 


Lord 
W 


Waldegrave, William Frederick Earl 

Walsingham, Thomas Lord 

Wandsworth, Sydney James Lord 

Wantage, Robert James Lord 

Welby, Reginald Earle Lord 

Wellington, Arthur Charles Duke of 

Wemyss, Francis Uichard Lord, 
(Earl of Wemyss) 

Wenlock, Beilby Lord 

Wentworth, Ralph Gordon Lord, 
(Ln another place as Hayl of Loce- 
luce) 

Westbury, Richard Luttrell Pilking 
ton Lord 

Westmeath, Anthony Francis Earl 
of. (Elected for lie lu nd) 

Westminster, Hugh Richard Arthur 
Duke of 

Westmorland, Anthony 
Julian Karl of 

Wharncliffe, Francis John Earl of 


Lord. 


Mildmay 


Wigan, James  Lucovie 
(Earl of Crawford) 
Willoughby de Broke, Henry Lord 
Wilton, Arthur George Ear] of 
Wimborne, Ivor Bertie Lord 
Winchester, Henry William Mon- 
tagu Marquess of 
Winchester, Randa! Thomas 
Bishop of 
Winchilsea and Nottingham, Henry 
Stormont Ear! of 
Windsor, Robert Georze Lord 
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LORDS SPIRITUAL AND TEMPORAL. xix 


Winton, George Arnulph Earl of.) The following Lords have Two Numbers, 
(Earl of Eqlintoun) being Twice named in the Roll: 

Wolseley, Garnet Joseph Viscount Earl of Halsbury, as Lord High Chan- 
: : cellor, and as Earl of Halsbury. 

Wolverton, Frederick Lor« = , re . 

rton, Frederick Lord (Nos. 6 and 197.) 

Worcester, John James Stewart Duke of Devonshire, as Lord President 
Bishop of and as Duke of Devonshire. (Nos. 
— ; 8; 8. 

Worlingham, Archibald Brabazon ud 18.) 2 
Sparrow Lord. (Karl of Gosford) Marquess of Salisbury, as Lord Privy 

Seal, and as Marquess of Salisbury. 

? (Nos. 9 and 35.) 

Wynford, Henry Molyneux Lord fay] of Pembroke and Montgomery, as 

Lord Steward, and as Earl of Pem- 
broke and Montgomery. (Nos. 54 
® and 59.) 

, : Earl of Clarendon, as Lord Chamber- 

Yarborough, Chas. Alfred Worsley ~~ ele sg a 
Bark one h \lfred Worsley lain, and as. Earl of Clarendon. 
“aril O y ata" 

(Nos. 55 and 112.) 
‘ark 2 > ayes } ree \anrope . : + . 
York, His Royal Highness George ar] of Lovelace, as Earl of Lovelace, and 


Wrottesley, Arthur Lord 


Frederick Ernest Albert Duke of as Lord Wentworth. (Nos. 169 and 
York, William Dalrymple Arch- 272.) 
bishop of Earl de Montalt, as Karl de Montalt, and 


as Viscount Hawarden. (Nos. 190 
and 209.) 

Viscount Powerscourt, as Viscount 
Powerscourt, and as Lord Powers- 
court. (Nos. 207 and 504.) 

7 aha ri mr > nw har 5s ° 

wes we ao a, Lord Morris, as Lord Morris, and as 

Nathanier Vec \xcorge 1,0re Lord Killanin. (Nos. 539 and 599.) 


Z 


Zetland, Lawrence Marquess of 
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LORDS SPIRITUAL AND TEMPORAL 


SECOND SESSION OF THE 'TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT 


OF 


THE UNITED KINGDOM OF GREAT BRITAIN AND IRELAND. 


! EDWARD VIL. 1901. 





Mem.—A ceording to the Usage of Parliament, when the House appoints a Select Committee, 
the Lords appointed to serce upon it are named in the Order of their Rank, beginning with 
the Highest ; and so, when the House sends a Committee to a Conference with the 
Commons, the Lord highest in Rank is called first, and the rest go forth in like Order : 
But when the Whole House is called over for any Purpose, within the House, or for the 
Purpose of proceeding forth to Westminster Hall, or Upon Uny public Solemnity, the Call 


begins invariably with the Junior Baron. 





1 His Royal Highness George 7 William Dalrymple Archbishop of 
Frederick Ernest Albert Duke York 
of York ; 8 Spencer Compton Duke of Devon. 
2 His Royal Highness Arthur William shire, Lord President of _ the 
Patrick Albert Duke of Con- Council 
aught ¢ Strathear : : 
yas. it and hey — § Robert Arthur Talbot Marquess of 
3 His Royal Highness Leopold Salisbury, Lord Priry Seal 
‘harles Edward George Alber > Ne ' 
Charles Edward George Albert 19 Henry Duke of Norfolk, Burl 


Duke ot Albany Marshal of England 
{ His Royal Highness George iH 


ies ‘ : s Algerne Juke of Somerset 
William Frederick Charles Duke Algernon Duke of Somerse 


of Cambridge 12 Charles Henry Duke of Richraond 
5 Frederick Archbishop of Canter- 13 Augustus Charles Lennox Duke of 
bury Grafton 


6 Hardinge Stanley Earl of Halsbury, 14 Henry Adelbert Wellington Fitzroy 
Lord High Chancellor Duke of Beaufort 








xxii ROLL OF 
15 Charles Victor Albert Aubrey de 
Vere Duke of St. Albans 
16 George Godolphin Duke of Leeds 
17 Herbrand Arthur Duke of Bedford 
18 Spencer Compton Duke of Devon- 
shire. (In another place as Lord 
President of the Council) 

19 Charles Richard John Duke of 
Marlborough 

20 John James Robert Duke of Rut- 
land 

21 Alfred Douglas Duke of Brandon 

22) William John Arthur Charles 
James Duke of Portland 

23 William Angus Drogo Duke of 
Manchester 

24 Henry Pelham Archibald Douglas 
Duke of Newcastle 

25 Henry George Duke of Northum- 
berland 

26 His Royal Highness Ernest Augus- 
tus William Adolphus George 
Frederick Duke of Cumberland 
and Teviotdale 

27) Arthur Charles Duke of Wellington 

8 Cromartie Duke of Sutherland 

29 Hugh Richard Arthur Duke of 
Westminster 

30 Alexander William George Duke of 
Fife 

31 John Douglas Sutherland Duke of 
Argyll 

32 Henry William Montagu Marquess 
of Winchester 

33 Henry Charles Keith Marquess of 
Lansdowne 

34 John James Dudley Stuart Marquess 
Townshend 

35 Robert Arthur Talbot Marquess of | 
Salisbury. (In another place as 
Lord Privy Seal.) 

36 Thomas Henry Marquess of Bath 

37 James Marquess of Abercorn 
(Duke of - Lhe reorn) 

38 Hugh de Grey Marquess of Hert- 
ford 

39 John Marquess of Bute 

40 William Thomas Brownlow Mar- 
quess of Exeter 

41 William George Spencer Scott 
Marquess of Northampton 

42 John Charles Marquess Camden 


THE 
43 
44 


45 
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64 


65 


66 


67 


68 


69 


LORDS 

Henry Cyril Marquess of Anglesey 

George Henry Hugh Marquess of 
Cholmondeley 

Henry Augustus Marquess _ of 
Ailesbury 

Frederick William John Marquess 
of Bristol 

Archibald Marquess of Ailsa 

Constantine Charles Henry 
quess of Normanby 


Mar- 


George Frederick Samuel Marquess 
of Ripon 


William Marquess of Abergavenny 

Gavin Marquess of Breadalbane 

Frederick Temple Marquess of 
Dufferin and Ava 

Lawrence Marquess of Zetland 

Sidney Earl of Pembroke and 


Montgomery, Lord Steward of the 
Household 

Edward Hyde Earl of Clarendon 
Lord Chamberlain of the Household 

Charles Henry John Far! 
Shrewsbury 

Frederick Arthur Earl of Derby 

Warner Francis John Plantagenet 
Karl of Huntingdon 

Sidney Earl of Pembroke and Mont- 
gomery, (In another place “as 
Lord Steward of the House hold) 

Henry Hugh Earl of Devon 

Henry Molyneux Paget Ear! 
Suffolk and Berkshire 

Rudolph Robert Basil Aloysius 
Augustine Earl of Denbigh 

Anthony Mildmay Julian Earl of 
Westmorland 

Montagne — Peregrine 
Earl of Lindsey 

William Earl of Stamford 

Henry Stormont Earl of Winchilsea 
and Nottingham 

Edwyn Francis Earl of Chesterfield 

Earl of 


of 


of 


Albemarle 


Edward George Henry 
Sandwich 

George Devereux de Vere Earl of 
Essex 

George James Earl of Carlisle 

William Henry Walter Earl of 
Doneaster. (Duke of Buecleuch and 
(Jue ensberr'y/) 
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88 


89 


90 


94 


95 


96 


97 


98 
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SPIRITUAL AND 
Anthony Karl of Shaftesbury 102 
Randal Mowbray Thomas Karl of 
Berkeley 103 
Montagu Arthur Earl of Abingdon 
Aldred Frederick George Beresford 104 
Earl of Scarborough 105 
Arnold Allan Cecil Earl of Albe- 
marle 106 
George William Earl of Coventry 107 
Victor Albert George Earl of Jersey 
—__— Earl Poulett 108 
John Francis Erskine Earl of Mar. 109 
(Elected for Scotland) 110 
Sholto George Watson Earl of 111 
Morton. (Elected for Scotland) 
Walter John Francis Earl of Mar 
and Kellie. (Elected for Scotland) 
George Earl of Haddington. 112 
( Ek rhe df for Scotland) 
Frederick Henry Earl of Lauderdale. . 
(Kl cted for Scotland) 113 
Robert Harris Carnwath Earl of 114 
Carnwath. (Eivcted for Scotlan?) 
Ronald Ruthven Earl of Leven and 115 
Mels ille. (Elected for Scotland) 
David John Earl of Northesk. 116 
(Elected fo Scotland) 117 
Douglas Mackinnon Baillie Hamil- 
ton Earl of Dundonald. (Elected 118 
for Scotland) 119 
Sewallis Edward Earl Ferrers 120 
William Heneage Earl of Dart- 
mouth 121 
George Montagu Earl of Tankerville 
Charles Wightwick Earl of Ayles- 192 
ford 
Francis Thomas De Grey Earl 
Cow per 123 
Arthur Philip Earl Stanhope 
George Loveden William Henry , 124 
Earl of Macclesfield 
Douglas Beresford Malise Ronald 125 
Earl Graham, (Duke of Mont- 
TOS?) 126 
Willian Frederick Earl Walde- 
grave oT 
Bertram Earl of Ashburnham 
Charles Augustus Earl of Harring. 128 
ton 
Newton Earl of Portsmouth 129 
Francis Richard Charles Guy Earl 
Brooke and Earl of Warwick 130 


TEMPORAL. 


Xxtil 

Sidney Carr Earl of Buckingham- 
shire 

William ‘Thomas 
Fitzwilliam 

Frederick George Ear! of Guilford 

Albert Edward Philip Henry Earl 
of Hardwicke 

Henry Edward Earl of [chester 

Gilbert George Reginald Earl De 
La Warr 


Jacob Earl of Radnor 


Spencer Earl 


John Poyntz Earl Spencer 

Seymour Henry Earl Bathurst 

Arthur Wills John Wellington 
Trumbull Blundell Earl of Hills- 
borough. (Marquess of Down- 
shire ) 

Edward Hyde Earl of Clarendon. 
(In another place as Lord Cham- 
berlain of the Household) 

William David Earl of Mansfield 


John James Hugh Henry Earl 
Strange. (Duke of Atholl) 
William Henry Earl of Mount 
Edgeumbe 


Hugh Earl Fortescue 

George Edward Stanhope Molyneux 
Karl of Carnarvon 

George, Henry Earl Cadogan 

James Edward Earl of Malmesbury 

Anthony Francis Earl of West- 
meath. (Llected for Ireland) 

Ponsonby William Earl of Drogheda 
(lected for Tr land) 

John Vansittart 
Lanesborough. 


lund) 
Dermot Robert Wyndham Earl of 


Danvers Earl of 
(Elected for Ire- 


Mayo. (Elecied for Ireland) 
Hugh Eari Annesley. (Elected for 
Ireland) 
George Karl of Lucan, (lected for 
[reland) 


Somerset Richard Earl of Belmore. 
(Elected jor Ireland) 
James Francis Earl of Bandon. 

(Elected for Ireland) 
James Francis Harry Earl of 
Rosslyn 
William 
Craven 
William Hillier Earl of Onslow 


George Robert Earl of 
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31 
132 
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151 
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153 
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162 
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ROLL OF THE 

Charles Earl of Romney 167 
Walter John Earl of Chichester 

Arthur George Earl of Wilton 165 

George Charles Earl of Powis 169 

170 


Horatio Earl Nelson 


Lawrence Earl ot Rosse. (/lected | 


for [ri lund) 171 
Charles William Sydney Earl} _ 
Manvers lv 
Robert Horace Earl of Orford 173 
Albert Henry George Earl Grey = 
Hugh Cecil Earl of Lonsdale 1174 
John Herbert Dudley Karl of | 
Harrowby 175 
Ty. . . . do 
Henry Ulick Earl of Harewood 
Gilbert John Earl of Minto 1176 


Alan Frederick Earl Cathcart 177 


James Walter Earl of Verulam | 178 


Adelbert Wellington Brownlow | 179 
Earl Brownlow | 1R0 
Henry Cornwallis Earl of St.) 7,4 
Germans 
. ‘ “ xo 
Albert Edmund Earl of Morley 1S2 
George Cecil Orlando Earl of 183 
Bradford Ls4 
William Earl Beaucnamp 185 
John Earl of Eldon 
George Richard Penn Earl Howe 186 
George Edward John Mowbray Ear} | 14 
of Stradbroke [SS 
William Stephen Earl emple ot 
Stowe Is9 





Francis Charles Earl of Kilmerey | 190 


(Elected lor lie land) | 19] 

Charles Stewart Earl Vane. | 
(Marquess of Lone nilerry) 192 
William Archer Earl Amherst 193 
Frederick Archibald Vaughan Earl 194 
Cawdor _ 
195 


William George Earl of Munster 
Robert Adam Philips Haldane Earl | 196 
i of Camperdow n 197 
Thomas Francis Earl of Lichtield 


John George Earl of Durham 





Granville George Earl Granville 198 
Henry Alexander Gordon Earl of | 199 
Eftingham 200 
Henry John Earl of Ducie 
Charles Alfred Worsley Earl of | 201 
Yarborough 
- } 
\ 


LORDS 
Henry John Earl lines. (Muke of 
Rorburglu ) 

Thomas William Earl of Leicester 

Ralph Gordon Earl of Lovelace 

Charles William 


Gainsborough 


Franeis Earl of 


Francis Charles Granvilie Earl of 
Ellesmere 

Francis Edmund Cecil Earl of 
Stratford 

Kenelm Charles 
Cottenham 

Henry Arthur Mornington Earl 
Cowley 

George Arnulph Earl of Winton 
(Earl of Eqlintoun) 

William Humble Earl of Dudley 

John Francis Stanley Earl Russell 


Edward Earl of 


John Karl of Kimberley 

Vesey Earl of Dartrey 

William Ernest Earl of Feversham 

Henry George Earl of Ravensworth 

Francis John Earl of Wharneliffe 

Thomas George Earl of Northbrook 

Herbert John Earl Cairns 

Victor Alexander George Robert 
Karl of Lytton 

Edward George Earl of Lathom 

George Edward Earl Sondes 

William Waldegrave Earl of Sel 
borne 

Walter Statiord Earl of Iddesleigh 

Cornwallis Earl de Montalt 

William Francis 
Londesborough 

Gathorne Earl of Cranbrook 

Gilbert Henry Earl of Ancaster 

Charles Robert Earl Carrington 

Robert Offley Ashburton Earl of 
Crewe 

Wilbraham Earl Egerton 

Hardinge Stanley Earl of Hals- 
bury. (qn another pluce as Lord 
High Chancellor) 

Fredcrick Sleigh Earl Roberts 

Robert Viscount Hereford 

Byron Plantagenet Viscount Falk- 
land. (Elected for Scotland) 

- Viscount Bolingbroke and 

St. John 





Henry Earl of 
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SPIRITUAL AND TEMPORAL. xxv 


Charles George Viscount Cobham 

Evelyn Edward Thomas Viscount 
Falmouth 

George Master Viscount Torrington 

Maurice Viscount Leinster. (Duke 
of Leinster) 

Francis Wheler Viscount Hood 

Mervyn Edward Viscount Powers- 
court. (Elected for Ireland) 

Henry William Crosbie Viscount 
Bangor. (Elected for Ireland) 

Hawarden. 


Cornwallis Viscount 


234 


»)? 
3: 


236 


237 
238 
239 


240 
241 


242 


| 243 


(Elected for Irelund.) (In another | 244 


place as Earl de Montalt) 

Carnegie Parker Viscount St. Vin- 
cent 

Henry Viscount Melville 

William Wells Viscount Sidmouth 

Henry Edward Montagu Dorington 
Clotworthy Viscount Temple- 
town. (Elected for Ireland) 

John Campbell Viscount Gordon. 


(Earl of Aberdeen) 


245 
246 


247 
' 


248 


249 


lo 
a 
OQ 


Raymond Harvey Viscount Frank- | 


fort de Montmorency. 
for Ireland) 


Edward Addington Hargreaves, 
Viscount Exmouth 
Richard Walter John Viscount 


Hutchinson, (Earl of Donough- 


MOre) j 
William Frederick Viscount Clan- 
carty. (Earl of Clancarty) 


Francis Lynch Wellington Viscount 
Combermere 

Henry Charles Viscount Canterbury 

Rowland Richard Viscount Hill 

Henry Charles Viscount Hardinge 

Hugh Viscount Gough 

Charles Lindley Viscount Halifax 

Alexander Nelson Viscount Brid- 
port 

William Henry Berkeley Viscount 
Portman 

Henry Robert Viscount Hampden 

Garnet Joseph Viscount Wolseley 

Richard Assheton Viscount Cross 

Arthur Wellesley Viscount Peel 

Henry Thurstan Viscount Knuts- 
ford 

Henry Viscount Llandatf 


Reginald Baliol Viscount Esher 


(Elected le¢ 


to 
or 
—_ 


| 262 


| 266 


| 267 


268 


269 
270 


271 





Evelyn Viscount Cromer 

George Joachim Viscount Goschen 

Matthew White Viscount Ridley 

——— Bishop of London 

Brooke Foss Bishop of Durham 

Randall Thomas Bishop of Win- 
chester 

Charles John Bishop of Gloucester 

Ernest Roland Bishop of Chichester 

Richard Bishop of Llandatf 

William Bishop of Oxford 

George Bishop of Southwell 

William Boyd Bishop of Ripon 

Edward Bishop of Lincoln 

John Bishop of Salisbury 

Alwyne Bishop of Ely 

James Bishop of Manchester 

Francis John Bishop of Chester 

Alfred George Bishop of St. Asaph 

John Wogan Bishop of St. Albans 

John James Stewart Bishop of 
Worcester 

John Bishop of Truro 

Angustus Bishop of Lichfield 

John Wareing Bishop of Carlisle 

John Bishop of Norwich 

George Wyndham Bishop of Bath 
and Wells 

John Bishop of Hereford 

Edward Stuart Bishop of Rochestet 

Dudley Charles Lord de Ros 

Charles Botolph Joseph Lord Mow- 
bray 

George Manners Lord Hastings 

Jack Southwell Lord de Clifford 

Charles Henry Rolle Lord Clinton 

Robert Nathaniel Cecil 
Lord Zouche of Haryngworth 

Rawdon George Grey Lord Grey de 
Ruthyn 


‘ 
Y ‘ce 
Georg¢ 


Charles Edward Hastings Lord 
Botreaux. (Karl of Loudoun) 


Ralph Francis Julian Lord Camoys 

Henry Lord Willoughby de Broke 

Hubert George Charles Lord Vaux 
of Harrowden 

Ralph Gordon Lord 
(In another place Us 
Loveluce) 


Wentworth. 
Karl Of 








ROLL OF THE LORDS 


XxVi 
273 Alfred Thomas Townshend Lord | 302 
Braye 
274 Robert George Lord Windsor 303 
275 William Henry John Lord North 
276 Beauchamp Moubray Lord St. John 304 
of Bletso 305 
277 Thomas Evelyn Lord Howard de age 
D ; 306 
Walden a 
278 Bernard Henry Philip Lord Petre 307 
279 John Fiennes Lord Saye and Sele 308 
280 John Francis Lord Arundell of 309 
Wardour 310 
281 Ronald John Lord Dormer 
282 Henry John Philip Sidney Lord 311 
Teynham 
283 Fitzherbert Lord Stafford 312 
284 George Frederick William Lord 
Byron 313 
285 Lewis Henry Hugh Lord Clifford 314 
of Chudleigh 315 
ole 
286 Henry John Brinsley Lord Manners 
of Haddon. (Marquess of Granby) 316 
ILD 
287 Henry de Vere Lord Barnard 
288 Horace Conrtenay Gammell Lord | 317 
Forbes. (Elected for Scotland) " 
radii , 318 
289 Alexander William Frederick Lord ” 
Saltonn. (Ele cted for Scotland) 319 
290 Charles William Lord Sinclair. 
(Elected for Scotland) 320 
291 James Walter Lord Torphichen. 
(Elected for Scotland) 
292 Alexander Hugh Lord Balfour of 321 
Burley. (Elected for Scotland) 
2)” 
293 Alexander Charles Lord Belhaven °77 
and Stenton. (Elected for Neot- S20 
land) 324 
294 Richard Edmund St. Lawrenc® 
Lord Boyle. (Karl of Cork and 395 
Orrery) 
295 George Lord Hay. (Lurl of 396 
Kinnoul) 
296 Digby Wentworth Bayard Lord 397 
Middleton 
297 Augustus Debonnaire John Lord 4. 
Monson — 
298 Walter William Brabazon Lord, 
Ponsonby. (Harl of Bessborough) 329 
299 Alfred Nathaniel Holden Lord | .. 
Scarsdale 330 
300 George Florance Lord Boston 331 
301 Augustus Arthur Lord Lovel and 332 


Holland. (Earl of Eqmont) 


333 


George Francis Augustus Lord 
Vernon 
Edward Henry Trafalgar Lord 


Digby 

Martin Bladen Lord Hawke 

Henry Thomas Lord Foley 

Arthur de Cardonnel Lord Dinevor 

Thomas Lord Walsingham 

William Lord Bagot 

Charles Henry Lord Southam pton 

John Richard Brinsley Lord Grant- 
ley 

George Bridges Harley Dennett 
Lord Rodney 

Arthur Herbert Tennyson 
Somers 


Lord 


Richard Henry Lord Berwick 

Edward Lennox Lord Sherborne 

Henry De La Poer Lord Tyrone. 
(Marquess of Waterford) 

Richard Henry Lord Carleton. 
(Earl of Shannon) 

Charles Lord Suffield 

Lloyd Lord Kenyon 


Charles Cornwallis Lord Bray- 
brooke 

George Augustus Hamilton Lord 
Fisherwick. (Marquess of Done- 
gall) 

Henry Charles Lord Gage.  (/%s- 
count (age) 

Thomas John Lord Thurlow 

William Morten Lord Auckland 


Thomas Charles 
(Viscount Clifden) 
Edmund Archibald Lord Stuart of 
Castle Stuart. (Lurl of Moray) 
Randolph Henry Lord Stewart of 
Garlies. (Earl of Galloway) 
James George Henry Lord Salters- 


Lord Mendip. 


ford. (Earl of Courtown) 
William Lord Brodrick. (J %seount 
Midleton) 


Augustus Cholmondeley Lord Cal- 
thorpe 

Peter Robert Lord Gwydir 

William Thomas Lord Bolton 

John Lord Lilford 

Thomas Lord Ribblesdale 
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SPIRITUAL AND TEMPORAL. 


1 362 


Robert St. John FitzWalter Lord 
Dunboyne. (Elected for Trelund) 

Lucius William Lord 
(Elected for Ireland) 

John Thomas William Lord Massy. 


(Elected for Ireland) 


Inchiquin. 


Hamilton Matthew Fitzmaurice 
Lord Muskerry. (Elected for 
Ireland) 

Francis William Lord Kilmaine. | 
(Elected for Ireland) 

Luke Gerald Lord  Clonbrock. 
(Elects d for Trelund) 

Charles Mark Lord Headley. 
(Elected for Treland) 

Edward Henry Churchill Lord 
Crofton. (Elected for Trelund) 


Hercules Edward Lord Langford 
(Elected for Ireland) 

Dayrolles Blakeney Lord Ventry. 
(Elected for lve lund) 

Henry O'Callaghan Lord Dunalley. 
(Elected for Ireland) 

John Henry Lord Loftus. 
quess of Ely) 

William Lord Carysfort. 
Carysfort) 

George Ralph Lord Abercromby 

Charles Towry Hamilton Lord 
Ellenborough 

Augustus Frederick Arthur Lord 
Sandys 

Henry North Lord Sheftield. (Aur/ 
of Sheffield) 

William Macnaghten Lord Erskine 


( Muar- 


John Thomas Lord Monteagle. 
(Marquess of Sligo) 
Bernard Arthur William Patrick 


Hastings Lord Granard.  (Lur/ 
of (franard) 

———-—_-—— Lord Gardner 

John Thomas Lord Manners 

John Adrian Louis Lord Hopetoun. 
(Earl of Hopetoun) 
Albert Edward Lord Castlemaine. 
(Elected for Ireland) 
Charles Lord Meldrum. 
of Huntly) 

Lowry Egerton Lord Grinstead. 
(Earl of Enniskillen) 

William Henry Edmond de Vere 
Sheaffe Lord Foxford. (Hurl of 
Limerick) 


(Marquess 


Victor Albert Francis Charles Lord | ‘ 


Churchill 


(Karl of 


365 


364 


365 


366 


' 367 
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369 


370 
371 
372 
373 
374 


XXVli 
George Robert Canning Lord 
Harris 
Reginald Charles Edward Lord 
Colchester 
Robert Schomberg Lord Ker. 


(Marquess of Lothian) 
Victor George Henry Francis Lord 
Minster. (Marquess Conyngham) 
James Edward William Theobald 


Lord Ormonde. (Marquess of 
Ormonde) 
Francis Richard Lord Wemyss. 


(Earl of Wemyss) 

Thomas Lord Silchester. 
Longford) 

Clotworthy John Eyre Lord Oriel. 
(Viscount Massereene) 

Hugh Lord Delamere 

Cecil Theodore Lord Forester 

John William Lord Rayleigh 

Edric Frederic Lord Gifford 

Hubert George Lord Somerhill. 
(Marquess of Clanricarde) 


(Earl of 


James Ludovie Lord Wigan. (Zarl 
of ( ‘rawford) 

Uchter John Mark Lord Ranfurly. 
(Eurl of Ranfurly) 

Charles Steuart Henry Lord Ten- 
terden 

William Lee Lord Plunket 

William Fredk. Lord Heytesbury 

Archibald Philip Lord 
(Karl of Rosebery) 

Richard James Lord Clanwilliam 
(Burl of Clanwilliam) 

Henry Molyneux Lord Wynford 

Charles Gore Lord Kilmarnock. 
(Earl of Erroll) 

Arthur James Francis Lord Fin- 
gall. (Karl of Fingall) 

Charles William Hylton Philip 
Lord Sefton. (Hurl of Sefton) 
Charles Lord Clements. (Earl of 

Leitrim) 


Rosebery. 


Geoffrey Thomas Lord  Kenlis. 
(Marquess of Head fort) 
Reginald Lord Chaworth.  (Larl 


of Meath) 
Charles Adolphus Lord Dunmore. 
(Earl of Dunmore) 
Augustus Frederick George War- 
wick Lord Poltimore 
Nevill Vaughan 


Llewelyn Lord 


Mostyn 








XXVill ROLL OF 
392 Henry Spencer Lord Templemore 
393 Valentine Frederick Lord Clon- 
curry 

94 James St. Vincent Lord De Sau- 
marez 

395 Thomas Lord Denman 

396 James Yorke MacGregor Lord 
Abinger 

97 Philip Lord De L’Isle and Dudley 

398 Francis Denzil Edward Lord Ash- 
burton 

399 Edward George Percy — Lord 
Hatherton 

100 Archibald Brabazon Sparrow Lord 
Worlingham. (Earl of Gosford) 

10] Hallyburton George Lord Strathe- 
den 

402) Simon Joseph Lord Lovat 

403 William Bateman Lord Bateman 

404 Algernon Hawkins Thomond Lord 
Kintore. (Hurl of Kintore) 

$05 Derrick Warner William — Lord 
Rossmore 

106 Robert Shapland George Julian 
Lord Carew 

407 William Ashley Webb Lord De 
Mauley 

408 Arthur Lord Wrottesley 

109 Charles Douglas Richard Lord 
Sudeley 

110) Paul Sanford Lord Methuen 

fll) Henry Edward John Lord Stanley 
of Alderley 

412 William Henry Lord Leigh 

13 Beilby Lord Wenlock 

H4 = William Lord Lurgan 

115 Thomas Spring Lord Monteagle of 
Brandon 

116 John Reginald Upton Lord Seaton 

417) John Manley Arbuthnot Lord Keane 

418 John Lord Oxenfoord. (Lurl of Stair) 

419 George Crespigny Brabazon Lord 
Vivian 

$120 Henry Lord Congleton 

421 Victor Alexander Lord — Elgin. 
(KLurl of Elgin und Kincardine) 

22 Arthur Lord de Freyne 

423) Edward Burtenshaw Lord Saint 
Leonards 

424 George Fitz-Roy Henry Lord Raglan 

125 Valentine Augustus Lord Kenmare. 
(Earl of Kenmare ) 

426 Henry Lord Belper 


THE 
427 
428 
$29 
430 
431 


432 
435 


$58 


439 
440 


$41] 


$46 


f48 
$49 
£50 
15] 


152 


LORDS 


Richard Wogan Lord ‘Talbot de 


Malahide 
Robert Wellesley Lord Ebury 


Charles Compton William Lord 
Chesham 

Frederic Augustus Lord Chelms- 
ford 


John Lord Churston 

Charles Henry Lord Leconfield 

Godfrey Charles Lord Tredegar 

Courtenay Robert Perey Lord 
Lyveden 

Henry Charles Lord Brougham and 
Vaux 

Arthur Fitz-Gerald Lord Kinnaird 


Richard Luttrell Pilkington Lord 
Westbury 
Charles Paget Fitzhardinge Lord 


Fitzhardinge 

Luke Lord Annaly 

John Gaspard Le Marchant Lord 
Romilly 

James Herbert Gustavus Meredyth 


Lord Meredyth. (Lord Ath- 
Juminey) 
Windham Thomas Lord Kenry. 


(Earl of Dunrace n and Mount-Earl) 
Henry Power Charles Stanley Lord 
Monck. (J iseount Monch) 


John Major Lord 
(Lord Henniker) 


Hylton George Hylton Lord Hylton 


Hartismere. 


George Sholto Gordon Lord Pen 
rhyn 

Gustavus Russell Lord Brancepeth. 
(Viscou nt Boyne ) 

John Henry Lord Kesteven 

Arthur Lord Ormathwaite 

Edward Lord O'Neill 

Robert William Lord Napiet 

Jenico William Joseph Lord Gor- 
manston. (Viscount (oy muunston) 

Thomas Kane Lord Rathdonnell. 
(Elected for lTieland) 

John Hamilton Lord Lawrence 

(Lord Pollo) 


John Lord Dunning. 


James Lord Balinhard.  (£url of 
Southesk) 

William Lord Hare. (ail of 
Listowel) 

Francis Edward Lord Howard of 
Glossop 
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190 


19] 


193 
1O4 
19D 
196 


SPIRITUAL 


Bernard Edward Barnaby Lord 
Castletown 

John Emerich Edward Lord Acton 

Frederick Lord Wolverton 

Algernon William Fulke Lord 
Greville 

Maurice Herbert Ignatius Towneley 
Lord O'Hagan 

William Lord Sandhurst 

William John George Lord Ettrick. 
(Lovd Nupicr) 

Sidney James Lord 
(Eurl of Normanton) 

Henry Campbell Lord Aberdare 


Henry James Lord Mencrieff 


Somerton. 


Bernard John Seymour Lord Cole- 
ridge 

Thomas William Gaston Lord Emly 

Thomas Francis Lord Cottesloe 

Herbert Perrott Murray — Lord 
Hampton 


Charles Alexander Lord Douglas. | 


(Burl of Home) 
Arthur George Maule Lord Ramsey. 
(Burl of Dalhousie) 
John Henry — Lord 
(Earl Erne) 
William Richard Lord Harlech 
Henry Gerard Lord Alington 
Wilbraham Frederie Lord 
mache 
William Canstield Lord Gerard 
Lionel Sackville Lord Sackville 
Charles Bowyer Lord Norton 
Percy Lord Shute. 
Barrington ) 
Lawrence Hesketh Lord Haldon 
Ivor Bertie Lord Wimborne 
Arthur Edward Lord Ardilaun 


Charles Wallace Alexander Napier | 


Lord Lamington 
Arthur William Lord Trevor 
Montagu William Lord Rowton 
Edward Lord Brabourne 
Arthur Oliver Villiers Lord Ampt- 
hill 
William Montagu Lord Tweeddale. 
(Marquess of Tirecddals ) 
William  Ulick Tristram 
Howth. (Harl of Howth) 
Donald James Lord Reay 
Harcourt Lord Derwent 
Henry James Lord Hothtield 
Edward Lord Tweedmouth 


Lord 
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Hallam Lord Tennyson 

James Lord Strathspey. 
Seafield) 

John William Lord Monk Bretton 

Walter Henry Lord Northbourne 

Arthur Saunders William Charles 
Fox Lord Sudley, (Aur! of 
Arran) 

John Robert William Lord de Vesci. 
( Viscount de Vvse7) 


(Karl of 


Marmaduke Francis Lord Herries 

Mervyn Edward Lord Powerscourt. 
(In another Viscount 
Pow rscourty 

Frederic Lord Northington. 
Henley) 

Nathaniel Mayer Lord Rothschild 

John Lord Revelstoke 

Robert Lord Monkswell 

Arthur Lord Hobhouse 

Ralph Robert Wheeler Lord Lingen 

Edward Lord Ashbourne 

Rowland Lord Saint Oswald 

Robert James Lord Wantage 

Robert Wilfrid Lord Deramore 

Lord Montagu — of 


plc “as 


(Lord 


Henry John 
Beaulieu 

Sidney Herbert Lord Elphinstone 

Charles John Lord Colville of Cul- 
TOSS 

Richard Farter Lord Herschel! 

Charles William Lord Hillingdon 

Charles Lord Hindlip 

Edmund Lord Grimthorpe 

Richard de Aquila Lord Stalbridge 

Hugh Lord Kensington 

Michael Arthur Lord Burton 

Gavin George Lord Hamilton of 
Dalzell 

Thomas Lord Brassey 

Henry Lord Thring 

Edward Lord Maecnaghten. (1 
Lord of Appeal i Ordinary) 

Robert Lord Connemara 

Clande Lord Bowes. (Burl of 
Strathmore and Ninghorn) 

George Edmund = Milnes Lord 
Monekton. (J scount Goiluery) 

John Lord Saint Levan 

James Douglas Lord Magheramorne 

George Limbrey Lord Basing 

William Henry Lord de Ramsey 

William Meriton Lord Cheylesmore 

Egerton Lord Addington 








ROLL OF THE LORDS 


John Savile Lord Savile 

Michael Lord Morris 

William Ventris Lord Field 

Edward Cecil Lord Iveagh 

George Lord Mount Stephen 

Samuel Lord Masham 

Arthur William Acland Lord Hood 
of Avalon 

William Lord Kelvin 

Henry John Lord Rookwood 

Alexander Burns Lord Shand 

George Lord Ashcombe 

Archibald Campbell Lord Blyths- 
wood 

Thomas Lord Crawshaw 

William Amburst Lord Amherst of | 
Hackney 

Thomas Wodehouse Lord Newton 

Henry Lyle Lord Dunleath 

John Allan Lord Llangattock 

George James Lord Playfair 

Cyril Lord Battersea 

Ernest Ambrose Lord Swansea 

Thomas Cecil Lord Farrer 

John Campbell Lord Overtoun 

Cecil Geo. Savile Lord Hawkesbury 

Arthur Lord Stanmore 

Stuart Lord Rendel 

Reginald Earle Lord Welby 

Horace Lord Davey. (4 Lord of 
Appeal in Ordinary) 

Edward Douglas Lord Loch 

Sydney James Lord Wandsworth 

James Lord Ashton 

Herbert Coulstoun Lord Burghelere 

Henry Lord James 

David Robert Lord Rathmore 

Henry Lord Pirbright 

Algernon Lord Glenesk 

Henry Hucks Lord Aldenham 

Edward Lord Heneage 

John Wingfield Lord Malcolm of 
Poltalloch 

Hercules Arthur Temple Lord Ros- 
mead 

Alexander Smith Lord Kinnear 

Joseph Lord Lister 

David Lord Fairlie. 
Glasgow) 

Hugh Richard 
(Viscount Downe) 

Henry Ludlow Lord Ludlow 

Hans Wellesley Lord Holm Patrick 


(Burl of 


Lord 


Dawnay. 


SPIRITUAL 


AND TEMPORAL. 
583 


584 


George Arbuthnot Lord Inverclyde 

Donald Alexander Lord Strathcona 
and Mount Royal 

585 William Wallace Lord Newlands 

586 Horace Brand Lord Farquhar 


587 Josslyn Francis Lord Muncaster 


588 Arthur Lawrence Lord  Hali- 
burton 

589 Horatio Herbert Lord Kitchener of 
Khartoum 

590 Philip Henry Wodehouse Lord 
Currie 

591 Joseph Russell Lord Glanusk 

592 Henry Lord Brampton 

593 Robert Thornhaugh Lord Cran 
worth 

594 Julian Lord Pauncefote 

595 James Patrick Bannerman Lord 
Robertson. (4 Lord of Appeal 
in Ordinary) 

596 Henry Stafford Lord Northcote 

597 John Lord Avebury 

598 Nathaniel Lord Lindley. (40 Lord 
of Appeal in Ordinary) 

599 Michael Lord Killanin. (Jn another 


place as Lord Morris) 
600 Peter Lord O’Brien 
601* Richard Everard Lord Alverstone 





* This number is in excess of the total 
Number of Lords Spiritual and Temporal, 
the Discrepancy being caused by the 
following Lords being twice named in 
the Roll : 

Far] of Halsbury as Lord High Chancellor 
and as Karl of Halsbury (Nos, 6 and 197) 

Duke of Devonshire as Lord President and 
as Duke of Devonshire (Nos. 8 and 18) 

Marquess of Salisbury as Lord Privy Seal 
and as Marquess of Salisbury (Nos. 9 
and 35) 

Karl of Pembroke and Montgomery as 
Lord Steward and as Earl of Pembroke 
and Montgomery (Nos. 54 and 59) 

Earl of Clarendon as Lord Chamberlain and 
as Earl of Clarendon (Nos. 55 and 112) 

Earl of Lovelace as Earl of Lovelace and as 
Lord Wentworth (Nos. 169 and 272) 

Karl de Montalt as Earl de Montalt and as 
Viscount Hawarden (Nos 190 and 209) 

Viscount Powerscourt as Viscount 
Powerscourt and as Lord Powers- 
court (Nos. 207 and 504) 

Lord Morris as Lord Morris and as Lord 
Killanin (Nos, 539 and 599) 
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ALPHABETICAL LIST OF MEMBERS 


IN THE 


FIRST SESSION OF THE TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT OF 


THE UNITED 


AND THE FIFTEENTH 


KINGDOM 
OF QUEEN VICTORIA. 





A 
Abraham, William (Glamorgan, Rhondda) 
Abraham, William (Cork Co., N, East) 
Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A., Bt, (Somerset, 
Wellington) 
Agg-Gardner, James T. (Cheltenham) 
Agnew, Sir Andrew N., Bt. (Edinburgh, 
South) 
Aird, John (Paddington, N.) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, Charles P. (Gloucester, Stroud) 
Henry E. (Hackney, 


Allhusen, Aug. 


Central) 
Allsopp, Hon. George H. (Worcester) 
Ambrose, Robert (Mayo, West) 

Anson, Sir William R., Bt. (Oxford Uni- 
versity) 
Anstruther, Henry T. (St. Andrews 

Burghs) 
Archdale, Edward M. (Fermanagh, N.) 
Arkwright, John 8. (Hereford) 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. (Belfast, West) 
Arrol, Sir William (Ayrshire, South) 
Asher, Alexander (Elgin Burghs) 





Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis (Shettield, 


Keclesall) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair (Beds, Luton) 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. (Fife, East 


Atherley-Jones, 
N.W.) 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John (Londonderry 
North) 


Austin, Sir John, Bt. 
Osgoldcross) 


Llewellyn (Durham, 


(York, W.R., 


B 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline F. (Westmoreland, 
Kendal) 
Bailey, James (Newington, Waiworth) 
Bain, James Robert (Cumberland, Egre- 
mont) 
Baird, John G. A. (Glasgow, Central) 
Balearres, Lord (Lancashire, Chorley) 
Baldwin, Alfred (Worcester, Bewdley) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. Arthur J. (Manchester, 
East) 
Balfour, Capt. Charles b. (Middlesex, 
Hornsey) 


Balfour, Rt. Hon. Gerald William (Leeds, 
Central) 
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Balfour, Major Kk, R. (Christchurch) 

Banbury, Fred. George (Camberwell, 
Peckham) 

Banes, Major George E, (West Ham, 
South) 

sarker, John (Maidstone) 


Barlow, John Emmott (Somerset, Frome) 


Barratt, F. L. (Devon, Torquay) 
Barry, Edward (Cork Co., South) 
Barry, Sir Francis Tress, Bt. (Windsor) 
Bartley, George C. T, (Islington, N.) 


Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. 
Cirencester) 


Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire, Chester- 


tield) 
Beach, Rt. Hon. Sir M. H., Bt, (Bristol, 
W.) 


Beach, Rt. Hon. William W, B. (Hants, 
Andover) 


Jeaumont, Wentworth C. B. (Northum- 


berland, Hexham) 
Beckett, Ernest W. (York, N.R., Whitby) 
Bell, Richard (Derby) 


Bentinck, Lord Henry C. (Nottingham, 8.) 


Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. (Bethnal Green, 
N.E.) 

Bignold A. (Wick Burghs) 

Bigwood, James (Middlesex, Brentford) 

Bill, Charles (Staffordshire, Leek) 

Black, Alexander W. (Banffshire) 

Blake, Edward (Longford, 5.) 

Blundell, Gol. H. B. H. (Lancashire, Inee) 

Boland, John (Nerry, South) 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling (Derbyshire, N. 
East) 

Bond, Edward (Nottingham, EF.) 

Boscawen, Capt. A, S. T. Griffith (Kent, 
Tunbridge) 

Boulnois, Edmund (Marylebone, F.) 

Bousfield, William R. (Hackney, N.) 

Bowles, Colonel Henry F. (Middlesex, En 
tield) 

Bowles, Thomas Gibson (Lynn Regis) 


Bovle, James (Donegal, West) 


(Gloucester, 


ALPHABETICAL LIST OF MEMBERS, 
’ Brand, Hon, 


Arthur G, (Cambridge, 


Wisbech) 

Brassey, Albert (Oxon, Banbury) 

Brigg, John (York, W.R., Keighley) 

Broadhurst, Henry (Leicester) 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon, W. St, John F, (Surrey, 
Guildford) 

3rookfield, Lieut,-Col. Arthur M. (Sussex, 
Rye) 

Brown, Alex. Hargreaves (Shropshire, 
Wellington) 

srown, George M, (Edinburgh, Central) 

Brunner, Sir John T., Bt. (Cheshire, 
Northwich) 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James (Aberdeen, South) 

Brymer, Col. Wm. Ernest (Dorset, South) 


Bull, William James (Hammersmith) 


| Bullard, Sir Harry (Norwich) 


| Burdett-Coutts, W. L. A. B. (West- 
minster) 
| Burke, E. Haviland (King’s County 


Tullamore) 
surns, John (Battersea) 
Burt, Thomas (Morpeth) 
Butcher, John George (York) 
(Tower Hamlets, 


Buxton, Sydney C, 


Poplar) 


Cc 


Caine, W. 8. (Cornwall, Camborne 

Caldwell, James (Lanark, Mid) 

Cameron, Robert (Durham, Houghton-le- 
Spring) 

Campbell, Rt. Hon. James A. (Glasgow 
and Aberdeen Universities) 

Campbell, J. (Armagh, South) 

Campbell-Bannerman, Rt. Hon, Sir H. 
(Stirling Burghs) 

Carew, J. Laurence (Meath, South) 

Carlile, William Walter (Bucks, N.) 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Edward H. (Dublin 
University) 

Carvill, Patrick G. H. (Newry) 

Richard (Southwark, 


Causton, Knight 


West) 
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Cautley, Henry 8. (Leeds, East) 

Cavendish, Richard F. (Lancashire, North 
Lonsdale) 

Cavendish, Victor C. W. 
West) 

Cawley, Frederick (Lanes, Prestwich) 

Charles Wm. 


(Derbyshire, 


Cayzer, Sir (Barrow-in 
Furness) 

Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 

Cecil, Lord Hugh Richard H. (Greenwich) 

Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J. (Birmingham, 
W.) 

Chamberlain, J. Austen (Worcestershire, 
East) 

Chamberlayne, ‘T. (Southampton) 

Channing, Francis A. (Northampton, 
Kast) 

Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry (Lincolnshire, 
Sleaford) 

Chapman, Edward (Cheshire, Hyde) 

Charrington, Spencer (Tower Hamlets, 
Mile End) 

Churchill, Winston L. 8. (Oldham) 

Clancy, John J. (Dublin Co., North) 

Clare, Octavius Leigh (Lancashire, Eccles) 

Clive, Capt. Percy Archer (Herefordshire, 
Ross) 

Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. (Ayrshire, 
North) 

Coddington, Sir William, Bt. (Blackburn) 

Cogan, Denis J. (Wicklow, East) 

Coghill, Douglas H. (Stoke-upon-Trent) 

Cohen, Benjamin L. (Islington, E.) 


Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse (Birmingham, 
3ordesley ) 

Colomh, Sir John C, R. (Great Yarmouth) 

Colston, Chas. Edw. H. A. (Gloucester, 
Thornbury) 

Colville, John (Lanark, N.E.) 

Compton, Lord Alwyne F. (Beds, Biggles- 
wade) 


Condon, Thomas J. (Tipperary, E.) 


Cook, Frederick Lucas (Lambeth, 
Kennington) 
Corbett, Arch. Cameron (Glasgow, 
Tradeston) 
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[FouRTH SERIES. | 


Xxxili 


Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 

Cox, Irwin Edward B. (Middlesex, 
Harrow) 

Craig, Robert H. (Lanark, Govan) 

Cranborne, Viscount (Rochester) 

Crean, Eugene (Cork, S.E.) 

Cremer, William R. (Shoreditch, Hag- 
gerston) 

Crombie, John William (Kincardineshire) 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow, Camlachie) 

Cross, Herbert Shepherd (Bolton) 

Crossley, Sir Savile B., Bt. (Halifax) 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry (Surrey, Reigate 

Cullinan, J. (Tipperary, South) 

Cust, Henry J. ©. 
mondsey ) 


(Southwark, Ber- 


D 


Dalkeith, Earl of (Roxburgh) 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles, Bt. (Ipswich) 

Daly, James (Monaghan, South) 

Dalziel, James H. (Kirkcaldy Burghs) 

Davenport, William Bromley (Cheshire, 
Macclesfield) 

Davies, A. (Carmarthen Boroughs) 

Davies, Col. Sir Horatio David (Chatham) 

Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan) 

Delany, William (Queen’s Co., Ossory) 

Denny, Col. John M. (Kilmarnock 
Burghs) 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness) 

Dewar, Thomas R. (Tower Hamlets, 
St. George's) 

Dickinson, Robt. EK. (Somerset, Wells) 

Dickson, Charles Scott (Glasgow, Bridg- 
ton) 

Dickson-Poynder, Sir J., Bt. 
Chippenham) 


(Wilts, 


Digby, J. Kenelm Wingtield- (Dorset, 
North) 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir C. W., Bt. (Glouces- 
ter, Forest of Dean) 

Dillon, John (Mayo, East) 

Dimsdale, Sir Joseph C. (Londen) 
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Disraeli, Coningsby R. (Cheshire, Altrin- Field, William (Dublin, St. Patrick) 


cham) | Fielden, Edward B. (Lancashire, Middle- 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. D., Bt. (Middlesex, | _ ton) 

Uxbridge) | Finch, George H. (Rutland) 
Donelan, Capt. A. J. C. (Cork, East) | Finlay, Sir Robert B, (Inverness Burghs) 
Doogan, P. C. (Tyrone, East) | Firbank, Joseph Thomas (Hull, East) 


— ov) a Fisher, William Hayes (Fulham) 
ieee aed | Fison, Frederick William (York, W.R., 


Doughty, George (Great Grimsby) Doncaster) 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. Aretas Akers (Kent, FitzGerald, Sir Robt. U. P., Bt. (Cam 
St. Augustine's) bridge) 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark, North-West) itzmaurice, Lord Edmond G. Petty 

Doxford, Sir William T. (Sunderland) (Wilts, Cricklade) 

Duffy, William J. (Galway, South) Fitzroy, Hon. EK. Algernon (Northants, 

Duke, H. E. (Plymouth) South) 


Duncan, James H. (Yorks, W.R., Otley) Mannery, Sir J. Fortescue (Yorkshire, 
Dunn, Sir William, Bt. (Paisley) a) . 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin, Bt. (Corn- ; Boer oramnees nner Cauerhy, Ors) 
wall, Truro) 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. H., Bt. (Kent, | Plower, Ernest F. 5. (Bradford, W.) 
Dartford) Flynn, James C. (Cork, North) 
| Forster, Henry Wim. (Kent, Sevenoaks) 


Fletcher, Sir Henry, Bt. (Sussex, Lewes) 


c Foster, Sir B. Walter (Derby, Ikeston) 
Edwards, Francis (Radnor) Foster, Sir Michael (London University) 
Egerton, Hon. Alan de Tatton (Cheshire, Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir H. H. (Wolver- 
Knutsford) hampton, East) 
Elliot, Hon. Arthur R. D. (Durham) Fuller, J. M. F. (Wilts, Westbury) 


Ellis, John Edward (Nottingham, Rush- , Furness, Sir Christopher, Bt. (Hartlepool) 
cliffe) 


Emmott, Alfred (Oldham) ac 
Esmonde, Sir T. Grattan, Bt. (Wexford, Galloway, William Johnson (Manchester, 
North) S.W.) 
Evans, Samuel Thomas (Glamorgan, Mid) Gartit, William (Boston) 
Gibbs, Hon. Alban George H. (London) 
F Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (Herts, St. Albans) 
Faber, G. Denison (York) Gilhooly, James (Cork Co., West) 
Fardell, Sir T. George (Paddington, 8.) —_, Gladstone, Rt. Hon. Herbert J. (Leeds, 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert (Aberdeenshire, | West) — 
West) | Goddard, Daniel Ford (Ipswich) 
Farrell, James P. (Longford, North, | Godson, Sir Augustus F. (Kidderminster) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. (Hunts, | Gordon, Hon. John Edward (Elgin and 
Ramsey) Nairn) 
Fenwick, Charles (Northumberland, Gordon, John (Londonderry, 8.) 
Wansbeck) Gordon, Major W. E. (Tower Hamlets, 
Ferguson, Ronald C. Munro (Leith Stepney) 
Burghs) Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon (Cambridge 
Fergusson, Rt. Hon Sir J., Bt. (Man- University) a 
chester, N.E.) Goschen, George J., jun. (Sussex, East 


Ffrench, Peter (Wexford, South) l Grinstead) 
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Goulding, Edward A. (Wilts, Devizes) 
Graham, Henry R. (St. Pancras, West) 
(trant, Corrie (Warwickshire, Rugby) 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham, North) 

Green, Walford Davis (Wednesbury) 
Greene, Sir E. Walter, Bt. (Bury St. 


Edmunds) 
Greene, Henry David (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, Walter Raymond (Cambs., 
Chesterton) 


(Grenfell, Major William H. (Bucks, 
Wycombe) 


Gretton, John (Derbyshire, South) 


ford, Kast) 

Grey, Sir Edward, Bt. (Northumberland, 
Jerwick) 

Griffith, Ellis J. (Anglesey) 

Groves, James G. (Salford, South) 

Guest, Hon. Ivor C. (Plymouth) 

Gully, Rt. Hon. William C. (Carlisle) 


ston Ash) 
Gurdon, Sir W. 
North) 
Guthrie, Walter Murray (Tower Hamlets, 
Bow, etc.) 


Brampton (Norfolk, 


H 


Hain, Edward (Cornwall (St. Ives) 

Haldane, Richard B. (Haddington) 

Hall, FE. 
port) 

Halsey, Thomas F. (Herts, Watford) 

Hambro, C. Eric (Surrey, Wimbledon) 

Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord George (Middle- 
sex, Ealing) 

Hamilton, Captain the 
(Londonderry) 

- Hammond, John (Carlow) 

Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. (Preston) 


Marshall (Lancashire, South- 


Marquess of 


(Monmouthshire, W.) 
Hardie, James Keir (Merthyr Tydvil) 
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East, or Newmarket 
North, or Wisbech... 
West, or Chesterton 


CHESHIRE (8) 
Altrincham 
Crewe ; 
Eddisbury ... 
Hyde 
Knutsford ... 
Macclesfield 
Northwich ... 
Wirral 


CORNWALL (6) 
Mid, or St. Austell 
North-East, or Launceston 
North-West, or Camborne 
South-East, or Bodmin 
Truro - see 
West, or St. Ives ... 


Compton, Lord Alwyne F, 
Ashton, ‘T. Gair. 


Young, Capt. Oliver 
Loyd, A. Kk. 
Mount, W. A, 


Rothschild, Hon. L. W 
Carlile, W. W. 
Grenfell, Major W. H. 


M‘Calmont, H. L. B. 
Brand, Hon. A. G. 
Greene, W. R. 


Disraeli, Coningsby R. 
Tomkinson, J. 

Tollemache, H. J. 

Chapman, E. 

Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton. 
Davenport, W. B. 

Brunner, Sir J. T. 


Hoult, J. 


M‘Arthur, W. A. 

Moulton, J. F. 

Caine, W. S. 

Molesworth, Sir L., Bt. 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir E., Bt. 


Hain, E. 








CUMBERLAND (4) 


Cockermouth 
Mid, or Penrith = .. 
North, or Eskdale ... 


West, or Egremont 


DERBYSHIRE (7) 


Chestertield 
High Peak ... 
Ilkeston 
Mid... aS 
North-East 
South 

West 


DEVONSHIRE (8) 


Kast, ov Honiton 

Mid, or Ashburton... 
North-East, or Tiverton 
North, or South Molton 
North-West, or Barnstaple 
South, or Totnes 
‘Torquay... 3 
West, or Tavistock 


DORSEISHIRE (4) 


Mast 
North 
South 
West 


DURHAM (8) 


Jarnard Castle 
Bishop Auckland 
Chester-le-Street 
Houghton-le-Spring 
Jarrow 

Mid... Le 
North-West 
South-East . 


ESSEX (3) 


Kast, or Maldon 

Mid, or Chelmsford 
North-East, or Harwich 
North, or Saffron Walden 
South-East ... 

South, or Romford or 
South-West, or Walthamstow 
West, or Epping 


(FLOUCESTERSHIRE (5) 


Kast, or Cirencester 
Forest of Dean 

Mid, or Stroud 
North, or Tewkesbury 
South, or Thornbury 


HAMPSHIRE (5 


East, or Peterstield ; rae 
New Forest obs at = aoe 


xliv LIST OF CONSTITUENCTES, 


Randles, J. sS. 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. J. W. 
Lowther, C. W. H. 


Bain, J. R. 


Bayley, Thomas. 
Partington, O. 

Foster, Sir B. W. 
Jacoby, J. A. 

Bolton, T. D. 

Gretton, J. 

Cavendish, Victor C. W. 


Kennaway, Kt. Hon. Sir J. H., Br. 


Hayne, Itt. Hon. C. Seale- 


Walrond, Col. Rt. Hon. Sir W. H. 


Lambert, G. 

Soares, FE. .. 
Mildmay, F. Bingham. 
Barratt, F. LL. 

Spear, J. W. 


Sturt, Hon. He N, 
Digby, J. K. W. 
Brymer, W. FE, 
Williams, Col. I 


Pease, Sir Joseph W., Bt 
Paulton, J. M. 

Joicey, Sir James, Bt. 
Cameron, Robert. 
Palmer, Sir C. Mark, Br. 
Wilson, John. 
Atherley-Jones, 1, 
Lambton, Hon. I. W. 


Strutt, Hon. C. H. 

Rasch, Major F. C. 

Round, .J. 

Wodehouse, Hon. A. 
Tutnell, Col. FE. 

Sinclair, Louis. 

Morgan, D. J. 

Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. KR. M 


Bathurst, Hon. A. B. 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir C. W., Bt. 
Allen, C. P. 

Dorington, Sir J. B., Bt. 
Colston, C. I. H. A. 


Nicholson, W. G. 
Montagu, Hon. J. W. FE. D. Scott 





Hy 


Hi 


Hi 


iN 


tt 





LIST OF 


HAMPSHIRE (5)---cond, 
North, or Basingstoke 
South, or Fareham... 
West, or Andover ... 


HEREFORDSHIRE (2) 
North, or Leominster 
South, or Ross 


HERTFORDSHIRE (4) 
East, or Hertford ... 
Mid, or St. Albans... 
North, or Hitehin ... 
West, or Watford ... 


HUNTINGDONSHIRE (2) 
North, or Ramsey ... 
South, or Huntingdon 


ISLE oF WiGcuT (1) «. 


KENT (3) 
Kast, or St. Augustine's 
Isle of Thanet 
Mid, or Medway ; 
North-East, or Faversham 
North-West, or Dartford ... 
South, or Ashford ... at 
South-West, or Tunbridge 
West. or Sevenoaks 


LANCASHIRE, NORTH (+4) 
Blackpool 
Chorley 
Lancaster ... 
North Lonsdale 


LANCASHIRE, NORTH-EAST (4) 
Accrington... me . 
Clitheroe 
Darwen 
Rossendale ... 


LANCASHIRE, SOUTH-EAST (8) 
Eccles 
Gorton 
Hey wood 
Middleton 
Prestwich ee ne? 
Radcliffe-cum-Farnworth ... 
Stretford 
Westhoughton 


LANCASHIRE, SOUTH-WeEstT (7) 
Bootle 
Ince 
Leigh 
Newton 
Ormskirk 
Southport .... 
Widnes 


CONSTITUENCIES, xlv 


Jefireys, A. F. 
Lee, Lt.-Col. As H. 
Beach, Rt. Hon W. W. Bramston. 


Rankin, Sir Jas., Bart. 
Clive, Capt. P. A. 


Smith, A. H. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary. 
Hudson, G. B. 
Halsey, T. F. 


Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Montagu, G. C. 


Seely, Capt. J. E. B, 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers. 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. James. 
Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. 

Howard, Capt. J. 

Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Haat, Be. 
Hardy, Laurence. 

Boscawen, A. Griffith-. 

Forster, H. W. 


Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W, Be. 
Balearres, Lord. 
Helme, N. W. 


Cavendish, Richd. | 


’ 


Leese, Sir J. EF. 

Kay-Shuttleworth. Rt. Hon. Sir U.J 
Rutherford, John. - 

Mather, W. 


Clare, O. L 

Hatch, E. F. G 

Kemp, G. 

Fielden, EK. B. 

Cawley, F. 

Taylor, T. C. 

Maclure, Sir J. W., Bt 
Stanley, Lord. 


Sandys, Col. T. M. 

Blundell, Col. H. B. Hollinshed, 
Scott, C. P. 

Pilkington, Lt.-Col. R. 

Stanley, Hon. Arthur 

Hall, E. M. 

Walker, Col. W. H. 








xlvi LIst OF CONSTITUENCIES. 


LEICESTERSHIRE (4) 
Kast, or Melton 
Mid, or Loughborough 
South, or Harborough 
West, or Bosworth 


LINCOLNSHIRE (7) 
Kast Lindsey, or Louth 
Holland, or Spalding 
North Kesteven, or Sleaford 
North Lindsey, or Brigg ... 
South Kesteven. or Stamford 
South Lindsey, or Horncastle 


West Lindsey, 01 Gainsborough ee 


MIDDLESEX (7) 
Brenttord 
Kaling 
enfield 
Harrow 
Hornsey 
Tottenham 
Uxbridge 


MONMOUTHSHIRE (3) 
North 
South 


West 


NORFOLK (6) 
East 

rsbsW Mid... 
North 
North West 
South 
South West 


NORTHAMPTONSHIRE (4) 
Kast 
Mid 
North 
South 


NORTHUMBERLAND (4) 
Berwick upon Tweed 
Hexham 
Tyneside... 
Wansbeck ... 


NOTTINGHAMSHIRE (4) 


Bassetlaw .. aoe ae Sats 
Manstield ... Se re a 
Newark... am = ‘se 
Rushelitfe ... Sek ne bis 


OXFORDSHIRE (3) 
Mid, or Woodstock 
North, or Banbury 


South, or Henley ... was ee 


RUTLAND (1) 


eee see 


Manuers, Lord C. Rt. J. 
Levy, M. 

Logan, J. W. 

M‘Laren, C. B. B. 


Perks, R. W. 

Manstield, H. R. 

Chaplin, Rt. Hon. H. 
Reckitt, H. J. 

Younger, W. 

Willoughby de Eresby, Lord. 
Ormsby-Gore, Hon. 8. F. 


Bizwood, J. 

Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord George. 
Bowles, Captain H. F. 

Cox, J. E. Bainbridge. 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. 

Howard, J. 

Dixon-Hartland, Sir I. D., Bt. 


M‘IXenna, KR. 


Morgan, Col. Hon. F. C. 


Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Vernon. 


Price, R. J. 
Wilson, F. W. 
Gurdon, Sir W. B. 
White, G. 
Soames, A. W. 
Hare, T. L. 


Channing, F. A. 
Spencer, Hon. C. Rh. 
Sackville, S$. G. 5. 
Fitzroy, Hon. J. G. 


Grey, Sir Edward, Bt. 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Smith, H. C. 

Fenwick, C. 


Milner, Rt. Hon. Sir F. G., Bt. 
Markham, A. B. 

Welby, Sir C. G. E., Bt. 

Ellis, J. E. 


Morrell, G. H. 
Brassey, Albert. 
Hermon-Hodge, kt. T. 


Finch, G. Hf 
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SHROPSHIRE (4) 


Mid, or Wellington eas Ae ... Brown, A. H. 

North, or Newport see oe ... Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. 

South, or Ludlow ... ue as ... More, R. J. 

West, or Oswestry... ae ae ... Leighton, Stanley. 
SOMERSETSHIRE (7) 

Bridgwater... aa a ee ... Stanley, E. J. 

East ion Pm sis me .... Hobhouse, Henry. 

Frome ve ber a sas ... Barlow, J. E. 

North eon is ee =~ ... Llewellyn, Evan H. 

South ii ne is a ... Strachey, FE. 

Wells ae Me ... Dickinson, Rk. EF. 

West, or W ellington ae a ... Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 


STAFFORDSHIRE (7) 

Burton — Re eh .. ~~ Radcliffe, RE. 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir EL, Bt 
Webb, Col. W 


Handsworth 
Kingswinford 


Leek a rar a ids ... Bill, Charles. 

Lichfield... = ss e .. Warner, T. Courtenay T. 

North-West ve — pi .. Heath, James. 

West ts ne Ns 3 ... Henderson, Alexander. 
SUFFOLK (5) 

North-Kast, or Eve 7 . Stevenson, LS. 

North, or Lowestoft a re ... Lueas, Col. F. A. 

North-West, or Stowmarket aed ... Maleolm, lan. 

South-East, or Woodbridge sy ... Pretyman, Capt. E.G. 

South, or Sudbury i = .. Quilter, Sir Cuthbert, Bart. 


SURREY (6) 


Kingston pee see - : Skewes-Cox, T. 

Mid, or Epsom ous : ae ee Keswick, W. 

North-East, or W imbledon ve ... Hambro, C. E. . 
North-West, or Chertsey ... ve .. Leigh-Bennett, H.C. 
South-East, or Reigate... As ... Cubitt, Hon. Henry. 
South-West, or Guildford sit ... Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John. 


SUSSEX (6) 
East, or Rye ine ; ... Brookfield, A. M. 


Mid, or Lewes... my es ... Fletcher, Sir Hy., Bt. 

North, or East Grinstead ... Hee ... Goschen, G. J. jun. 

North-West, or Horsham ... ee or Johnstone, JE 

South, or Eastbourne th a .. Hogg, I. 

South-West, or Chichester a we Rs hot, Lord Edmund. 
WARWICKSHIRE (4) 

North-East, or Nuneaton ... : ... Newdigate, F. A. 

North, or Tamworth i a ... Muntz, P. A. 

South-East, or Rughy ry e ... Grant, Corrie. 

South-West, or Stratford-on-Avon ... Milward, Col. Victor. 
WESTMORELAND (2) 

North, or Appleby a8 vs .. Bigg, Kt. 

South, or Kendal ... ai die ... Bagot, Capt. J. F. 
WILTSHIRE (5) 

fast, or Devizes... aie es .. Goulding, KA. 

North, or Cricklade sp Res ... Fitzmaurice, Lord KE. G. Petty. 

North-West, or raat <e ... Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P., Bt. 

South, or Wilton ... is vy ... Morrison, Lt. J. A. 


West, or Westbury an _ + Fuller, J. M. F. 








xlviii LIST OF CONSTITUENCIES, 


WORCESTERSHIRE (5) 
East ~~ i. 
Mid, or Droitwich... 
North i 
South. or Evesham... 
West, or Bewdley ... 


YORKSHIRE, EAST Riepirne (3) 
Buckrose 
Holderness... 
Howdenshire 


YORKSHIRE, NORTH RIDING (4) 
Cleveland 
Richmond ... be 
Thirsk and Malton... 
Whitby 


YORKSHIRE, West Ripine (N.) (5) 
land 
Keighley 
Shipley 
Skipton 
Sowerby 


YORKSHIRE, WEST RIDING (S.) (3) 
Barnsley 
Colne Valley 
Doncaster . 
Hallamshire 
Holmfirth 
Morley 
Normanton 
Rotherham... 


YORKSHIRE, West Ripine (E.) (6) 
Barkston Ash 
Osgoldeross 
Otley 
Pudsey 
Ripon 
Spen Valley 


ENGLAND METROPOLITAN BOROUGHS (62 Members). 


BATTERSEA AND CLAPHAM (2) 
Battersea 
Clapham 


BETHNAL GREEN (2) 
i Nort h-East : 
South-W est 


CAMBERWELL (3) 
wc. Dulwich 
“a North. 
Peckham 


CHELSEA (1) 


Chamberlain, J. Austen 
Martin, R. Biddulph. 
Wilson, J. W. 

Long, Col. C. Wigram. 
Baldwin, Alfred. 


White, L. 
Wilson, A. S. 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. 


Pease, A. E. 
Hutton, John. 
Lawson, J. Grant. 
3eckett, E. W. 


Trevelyan, C. P. 

Brigg, John. 

Flannery, Sir J. Fortescue. 
Thomson, F. W. 

Mellor, Rt. Hon. J. W. 


Walton, Joseph. 
Kitson, Sir J. B., Bt. 
Fison, FL W. 

Mappin, Sir F. 'T., Bt. 
Wilson, H. J. 
Hutton, A. E. 
Pickard, Bb. 


Holland, H. W. 


Gunter, Col. R. 
Austin, Sir John, Bt. 
Dunean, J. H. 
Whiteley, 


G 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. Lloyd. 


Whittaker, T. P. 


Burns, John. 
Thornton, Perey M, 


Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Ridley, S. F. 


Maple, Sir J. Blundell 
Macnamara, T. J. 
Banbury, F. G. 


Whitmore, C, A. 
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LIST OF 
CROYDON (1) 
DEPTFORD (1) 


FINSBURY (3) 
Central 
Kast 
Holborn 
FULHAM (1) 
(GREENWICH (1)... 
HACKNEY (3) 
Central 


North 
South 


HAMMERSMITH (1) 
HAMPSTEAD (1)... 


ISLINGTON (4) 
East 
North 
South 
West 


KENSINGTON (2) 
North 
South 


LAMBETH (4) 
Brixton 
Kennington 
North 
Norwood 


LEWISHAM (1) ... 
LONDON, City (2) 


MARYLEBONE (2) 
Kast... 
West 
NEWINGTON (2) 
Walworth ... 
West 
PADDINGTON (2) 
North 
South 


St. GEORGE’s, HANOVER SQUARE (1)... 


St. Pancras (4) 
East vt 
North 
South 
West 

SHOREDITCH (2) 
Haggerston 
Hoxton 
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CONSTITUENCIES. xlix 


Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. T. 
Morton, A. H. A. 


Massey-Mainwaring, Hon. W. F. B. 
Richards, H. C. 

Remnant, J. R. 

Fisher, W. Hayes 

Cecil, Lord Hugh R. H. 


Allhusen, A. H. E. 
Bousfield, W. R. 
Robertson, ‘I. H. 


Bull, W. J. 


Hoare, E. Brodie. 


Cohen, B. L. 

Bartley, G. C. T. 
Rollit, Sir A. K. 
Lough, Thomas. 


Sharpe, W. E. T. 


Perey, Earl. 


Mowbray, Sir R. G., Bt. 
Cook, F. L. 

Horner, F. W. ‘ 
Tritton, C. E. 


Penn, John 


( Dimsdale, Sir J. C. 


' (Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 


Boulnois, Edmund 
Scott, Sir S. E., Bt. 


Bailey, Jas. 
Norton, Capt. C. W. 


Aird, John. 
Fardell, Sir T. G. 


Legge, Col. Hon. H. 


Wrightson, Sir Thos., Bu. 
Moon, E. R. P. 

Jessel, Capt. H. M. 
Graham, H. I. 


Cremer, W. R. 
Hay, Hon. C. G, D, 
dl 








l LIST OF CONSTITUENCIES 


SOUTHWARK (3) 


Bermondsey tae ne she ... Cust, H. J. C 
Rotherhithe os ae se .... Maedona, J. Cumming 
West ... Canston, R. K. 
STRAND (1) Smith, Hon. W. F. D. 
Tower HaAMLets (7) , 
Bow and Bromley ... a i .... Guthrie, W. M. 
Limehouse ... = ae ... Samuel, Herry 5. 
Mile End , ... Charrington, Spencer 
Poplar .. Buxton, Sydney C. 
St. George s ; Dewar, T. R. 
Stepney. a5 ... Gordon, Major W. E. FE. 
Whitechapel .. Samuel, S. M. 
WANDSWORTH (1) ... Wimber, Hy. 
West Ham (2) 
North ; 3 Be Bes ... Gray, Ernest. 
South o ... Banes, Major G. FE. 
WESTMINSTER (1) Burdett-Coutts, W. L. Ashmead B. 
WOooLWICH (1)... ne fo re ... Hughes, Col. Edwin. 


ENGLAND—PROVINCIAL CITIES AND BOROUGHS (164 Members). 


ASHTON-UNDER-LYNE (1) ‘se ae .... Whiteley, H. JJ. 
AsTON MANOR (1) ay es va ... Cecil, E 
BARROW-IN-FURNESS (1). a me ... Cayzer, Sir C. W. 


{ Murray, Col. C. Wyndham. 


Bath, Ciry (2) ... y : ; : 
\ Wodehouse, Rt. Hon. FE. R. 


BEDFORD (1) — ... es 5s es ... Pym, C. Guy. 
BIRKENHEAD (1) = oe Bu ... Lees, Sir Elliott, Bt. 
BirnMiInGHAM, Ciry (7) 
Bordesley... Re : .. Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse. 
Central 5% La a ... Parkes, Ebenezer. 
Rast : ... Stone, Sir J. Benjamin. 
Edgbaston Bu is oh pee ee Lowe, rr. W. 
North : iy ee aie ... Middlemore, J. T. 
South is a fine Poe ... Wilhams, J. Powell-. 
West sae a ... Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. Joseph 


{ Hornby, Sir W. H., Bt. 


, 1p 1T'p oy 
BLACKBURN (2) * (Coddington, Sir W., Bt. 


j Cross, H. §. 


SOLTON (2 ae sox Bek ie $ 

BOLTON (2) | Harwood, G. 

Boston (1) = fet ons Le ... Garfit, W. 

Braprorp, Ciry (3) 
Central wo me 2F ... Wanklyn, J. L. 
Kast = : Ye seh ... Grevilie, Capt. Hon. R. H. Fulke. 
West Fe bat “yt ot ... Flower, Ernest S. F. 


(Loder, Gerald W. E. 


BRIGHTON (2) : . 
‘ | Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon-, 








LIST OF CONSTITUENCIES. li 


Briston, City (4) 
Kast ee sae iB nee ... Hobhouse, C. E. H. 
North os we ae ae ... Wills, Sir F. 


South = bes NS ee ... Long, Rt. Hon. W. A. 

West ae ae ey se ... Beach, Rt. Hon. Sir M. H., Bt. 
BURNLEY (1)... sa ate ee .... Mitchell, W. 
Bury (1) oe as ah 3 ... Kenyon, Jas. 
Bury St. Epmunps (1) a ae ... Greene, Sir E. W., Bt. 
CAMBRIDGE (1) ... iss es aa ... FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose-, Bt. 
CANTERBURY, City (1)... oe or ... Heaton, J. Henniker. 
CARLISLE, CITY (1)... oe ee .. Gully, Rt. Hon, W. C. (SPEAKER) 
CHATHAM (1)... 5 si _ ... Davies, Sir Horatio D. 
CHELTENHAM (1) a St De .. Agg-Gardner, J. T. 
CHESTER, City (1) . ve . Yerburgh, R.A. 
CHRISTCHURCH (1) . ee ane ... Balfour, Major kK. R. 
COLCHESTER (1) aie wo) 8.4 Pearson, Sir Weetman D., Bt. 
CovENTRY (1)... oF a , Murray, C. J. 
DARLINGTON (1) vf ae is .. Pease, Herbt. P. 


Roe, Sir T 
JERBY (2 an 
DERBY (2) a, = oes vee Bell, R. 


jKearley, H. E 


said tae \ Morton, E. J.C 


DEWSBURY (1) ... “ ee ; ... Oldroyd, Mark. 
Dover (1) aa ss ov wih ... Wyndham, George. 
DupDLey (1) ne os ae es ... Robinson, Brooke. 
DurHAM, CiTy (1) ee os a ... Elliot, Hon. Arthur Kh. 2D, 
EXETER, City (1) a a 12 ...  Vineent, Sir EF. 
(JATESHEAD (1) ... re ae i ... Allan, William, 
GLOUCESTER, CITY (1) ... ok sis saa, MCA SEC 

GRANTHAM (1) ... os i“ 363 ... Priestley, A. 
GRAVESEND (1) .. . us ; . Parker, H. G. G. 
GRIMSBY, GREAT (1)... oi soa . Doughty, G. 
HALIFAX (2). ” aes x (Whitelet, a so B. 
HANLEY (1)... oe oe ss . Heath, A. H. 
HARTLEPOOL (1) a a ae ... Furness, Sir C. 
Hastines (1)... e. m: ve ... Thomas, Capt. F. F. 
HererorD, City (1)... a as .. Arkwright, J. 5. 
HtUpPERSFIELD (1) _ ee Be ... Woodhouse, Sir J.T, 








lii LIST OF 


Hutt, City (3 
Central 
East 
West 


HyTHE (1) 
Ipswicn (2) 


KIDDERMINSTER (1) 


LEEDs, City (5) 
Central 
East 
North 
South 
West 


LEICESTER (2) 


LINCOLN, CITY (1) 


LIVERPOOL, City (9) 
Abercromby 
East Toxteth 
Everton 
Exchange 
Kirkdale 
Scotland 
Walton 
West Derby 
West Toxteth 


Lynn Reais (1) 
MAIDSTONE (1) ... 
MANCHESTER, City (6) 

East 

North a 

North-East... 

North-West 

South * 

South-West 
MIDDLESBROUGH (1) 
MonmoutH District (1) 
MorPETH (1) 
NEWCASTLE-UNDER-LYME (1) ... 


NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE, CITY (2) 
NORTHAMPTON (2) 


Norwicu, City (2) 


CONSTITUENCIES, 


King, Sir H. Seymour. 
Firbank, J. T. 

Wilson, C. H. 

Sassoon, Sir Edward A., Bt, 


(Goddard, D. F. 


* \Dalrymple, Sir Chas., Bt. 


Godson, Sir Augustus F. 


Jalfour, Rt. Hon. G. W. 
Cautley, H. 5. 

Jackson, Rt. Hon. W. L. 
Walton, John Lawson 


Gladstone, Rt. Hon. Herbert J. 


{ Broadhurst, Henry. 
| Rolleston, Sir J. F. L 


Seely, C. H. 


Lawrence, W. F. 
Warr, A. F. 

Willox, Sir J. A. 
M‘Arthur, Charles. 
Maelver, David. 
O'Connor, T. P. 
Stock, J. H. 
Higginbottom, 5. W. 
Houston, R. P. 


Bowles, T. Gibson. 
Barker, J. 


Jalfour, Rt. Hon. A. J. 
Schwann, C. E. 

Fergusson, Rt. Hon. Sir J., Bt. 
Houldsworth, Sir W. H., Bt. 
Peel, Hon. W. R. W. 
Galloway, W. J. 


Sadler, Col. S. A. 
Harris, Dr. Rutherfoord. 
3urt, Thomas. 

Haslam, Sir A. S. 


(Plummer, W. R. 

\ Renwick, G. 

j Labouchere, Henry. 
(Shipman, Dr. J. G. 


Hoare, Sir Samuel, Bt 
\ Bullard, Sir Harry. 





— 


— 





LIST 
NOTTINGHAM, CITY (3) 
Fast Ws ; 


South 
West 


OLDHAM (2) 


OxForD, City (1) 


PENRYN AND FALMOUTH (1) ... 


PLYMOUTH (2) ... 
PONTEFRACT (1)... 
PORTSMOUTH (2) 
PRESTON (2) 
READING (1) 
ROCHDALE (1) 
ROCHESTER, City (1) 
St. HELENS (1) ... 
SALFORD (3) 

North 


South 
West 
SALISBURY, City (1) 
SCARBOROUGH (1) 
SHEFFIELD, CITY (5) 
Attercliffe ... 
Brightside ... 
Central 
Keclesall 
Hallam 


SHREWSBURY (1) 
‘ SOUTHAMPTON (2) 


SOUTH SHIELDS (1) 
STAFFORD (1) 


STALYBRIDGE (1) 
STOCKPORT (2) ... 


STOCKTON (1) 


STOKE-UPON-TRENT (1)... 


SUNDERLAND (2) 


OF 


CONSTITUENCIES, ji 


Bond, Edward. 
Bentinck, Lord H. C 
Yoxall, J, H. 


(Emmott, Alfred. 
\ Churchill, W. L. 8. 


Valentia, Viscount. 
Horniman, F. J. 


(Duke, H. E. 
(Guest, Hon. L. C. 


Nussey, T. Willans. 
| Majendie, J. H. A. 


* \Lueas, R. J. 


{Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W 
\ Tomlinson, W. E. M. 


Palmer, G. W. 
Royds, Col. C. M. 
Cranborne, Viscount. 


Seton-Karr, Henry. 


Platt-Higgins, F. 
Groves, J. G. 
Knowles, Lees. 


Palmer, W. 


Rickett, J. Compton. 


Langley, Batty. 

Maddison, F. 

Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. Howard. 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis. 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart-. 


(sreene, H. D. 


jSimeon, Sir J. 8. Barrington, Bt. 
| Chamberlayne, T. 


Robson, W. 5. 
Shaw, T. F. C. E. 
Ridley, M. White. 
(Leigh, Sir Joseph. 


’ | Melville, B. V. 


Ropner, Col. E. H. O. R. 
Coghill, D. H. 


( Doxford, Sir W. T. 
| Pemberton, J. S. G. 
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TAUNTON (1) 
TYNEMOUTH (1)... 
WAKEFIELD, City (1) ... 
WALSALL (1) 
WARRINGTON (1) 
WARWICK AND LEAMINGTON (1) 
WEDNESBURY (1) 
West Bromwicu (1) ... 
WHITEHAVEN (1) 
WIGAN (1) 
WINCHESTER, Ciry (1)... 
Winpsor (1) 
WOLVERHAMPTON (3) 

East 

South 

West 
WorceEsTER, City (1)... 


YARMOUTH, GREAT (1) 


York, City (2) 


WALES COUNTIES 


ANGLESEY (1) 
BRECKNOCKSHIRE (1) 
CARDIGANSHIRE (1) 


CARMARTHENSHIRE (2) 
Kast 
West 


CARNARVONSHIRE (2) 
North or Arfon 
South or Eifion 


DENBIGHSHIRE (2) 
Kast 


West 
FLINTSHIRE (1) .. 


(GLAMORGANSHIRE (5) 
Kast 
Mid... 
Rhondda 
South - 
West, or Gower 


MERLONETHSHIRE (1) 


CONSTITUENCIES. 


Welby, Lt.-Col. A. C. E. 
Harris, F. L. 


Milton, Viscount. 


Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir A. D., Bt. 


Pierpoint, Robert. 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred. 
Green, W. D. 

Spencer, J. Ernest. 

Helder, Augustus. 

Powell, Sir F. 8., Bt. 
Myers, W. H. 

Barry, Sir F. T., bt. 
Fowler, Kt. Hon. Sir H. H. 


Norman, H. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 


Allsopp, Hon. G. H. 
Colomb, Sir John C. R. 


j Butcher, J. G. 


' | Faber, G. D. 


(19 Members). 


Griffith, Ellis J. 
Morley, Charles. 


Davies, M. L. Vaughan. 


Thomas, Abel. 
Morgan, J. Lloyd. 


Jones, Wiiliam. 
Roberts, J. Bryn 


Moss, Samuel. 
Roberts, J. H. 


Smith, Samuel. 


Thomas, Alfred. 

Evans, 8. T. 

Abraham, William. 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Thomas, J. A. 


Williams, A. O. 
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\MIONTGOMERYSHIRE (1) 
PEMBROKESHIRE (1) 


RADNORSHIRE (1) 


CONSTITUENCIES. . ly 


Humphreys-Owen, A. C. 
Philipps, J. Wynford. 


Edwards, F. 


WALES--BOROUGHS (11 Members). 


CARDIFF DISTRICT (1) ... 
CARMARTHEN District (1) 
CARNARVON District (1) 
DENBIGH District (1) ... 


Fuint District (1) 
MERTHYR TYDVIL (2) ... 


MontTGoMEeRY District (1) 
PEMBROKE AND HAVERFORDWEST Disrrict (1) 
SWANSEA (2) 

District 


Town 


Reed, Sir E. J. 
Davies, Alfred. 
Lloyd-George, David. 
Kenyon, Hon. G. T. 


Lewis, J. H. 


j Thomas, D. A. 
| Hardie, J. Keir. 


Pryce-Jones Lieut -Col. E. 


Laurie, Lient.-Col. J. W. 


Jones, D. Brynmor. 
Newnes, Sir G. 


SCOTLAND—COUNTIES (39 Members). 


ABERDEENSHIRE (2) 
East ae 
West 
ARGYLLSHIRE (1) 
AYRSHIRE (2) 
North 
South 
BANFFSHIRE (1)... 
BERWICKSHIRE (1) 
BUTESHIRE (1) 
CAITHNESS-SHIRE (1) 
CLACKMANNAN AND KINROSS (1) 
DUMBARTONSHIRE (1) 
DUMFRIESSHIRE (1) 
EDINBURGH (MIDLOTHIAN) (1) 
ELGIN AND NAIRN (1)... 
FIFESHIRE (2) 
East... aes a sha 
West A Sl Gass 


FORFARSHIRE (1) 


Maconachie, A. W. 
Farquharson, Dr. R. 


Nicol, Donald N. 


Cochrane, Hon. T. H. 
Arrol, Sir William. 


Black, A. W. 

Tennant, H. J. 

Murray, Rt. Hon. A. Graham. 
Harmsworth, R. L. 

Wason, Eugene. 

Wylie, Alexander. 

Maxwell, W. J. HH. 

Murray, Hon. A. W. ©. O, 


Gordon, Hon. J. E. 


Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. H. 
Hope, J. D. 


Sinelair, Capt. J. 
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HADDINGTONSHIRE (1)... 
INVERNESS-SHIRE (1) 

KINCARDINESHIRE (1) ... 
KIRKCUDBRIGHTSHIRE (1) 


LANARKSHIRE (6) 
Govan 
Mid 
North-East ... 
North-West 
Partick 
South 


LINLITHGOWSHIRE (1) ... 


ORKNEY AND SHETLAND (1) ... 


PEEBLES AND SELKIRK (1) 
PERTHSHIRE (2) 

East 

West 
RENFREWSHIRE (2) 

Kast 

West 
Ross AND CROMARTY (1) 
ROXBURGHSHIRE (1) 
STIRLINGSHIRE (1) 
SUTHERLANDSHIRE (1)... 


WIGTONSHIRE (1) 


LIST OF CONSTITUENCIES. 








Haldane, R. B 

Dewar, J. A. 

Crombie, J. W. 

Stewart, Sir Mark J. McT., Bt. 


Craig, Rk. H. 
Caldwell, J. 

Colville, J. 

Douglas, C. M. 
Smith, J. Parker. 
Hozier, Hon. J. H. C. 


Ure, Alex. 
Wason, J. C. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter. 


Kinloch, Sir J. G. S., Bt. 
Stroyan, J. 


Shaw-Stewart, M. H. 
Renshaw, C. B 
Weir, J. G. 
Dalkeith, Earl of. 
McKillop, J. 


Leveson-Gower F. 5. 


Maxwell, Rt. Hon. Sir H. E., Bt. 


SCOTLAND—CITIES AND BURGHS (31 Members). 


ABERDEEN, CITY (2) 
North 
South 


Ayn District (1) 


DUMFRIES DiIstTRICT (1) 
DUNDEE (2) 


EDINBURGH, CiTy (4) 
Central 
East 
South 
West 


ExGin District (1) 


FaLkKirnkK District (1)... 





Pirie, D. V. 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 


Orr-Ewing, C. L. 
Reid, Sir Rk. T. 


J Robertson, Edmund. 
“* \ Leng, Sir John. 


Brown, G. M. 
McCrae, George. 
Agnew, Sir A. N., Bt. 
Mclver, Sir Lewis, Bt 
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Wilson, John, 
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St. Rollox ... Wilson, John. 
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Hawick DisTRICT (1) ... 
INVERNESS DistrIcT (1) 
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Montrose District (1) 
PAISLEY (1) 

PERTH City (1) 

St. ANDREWS District (1) 
STIRLING District (1)... 


Wick District (1) 


IRELAND 


ANTRIM (4) 
East 
Mid... 
North 
South 


ARMAGH CouNTY (3) 
Mid... 
North 
South 


CARLOW County (1) 


CAVAN (2) 
East 
West 
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East 
West 


Cork, CouNTY (7) 
East Ke 
Mid... 

North cle 
North-East ... 
South 
South-East ... 
West 





Reid, James. 

Shaw, Thomas. 

Finlay, Sir R. B. 
Denny, Col. J. Mea. 
Dalziel, J. H. 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro. 
Morley, Rt. Hon. J. 
Dunn, Sir Wm., Bt. 
Wallace, Robert. 
Anstruther, H. T. 
Campbell-Bannerman, Rt. Hn. Sir H. 
Bignold, Arthur. 


COUNTIES (85 Members). 


McCalmont, Col. J. 
O’Neill, Hon. R. T. 
Moore, William. 
Macartney, W. G. VF 


Lonsdale, J. B. 
Saunderson, Col. Rt. Hon. E. J 
Campbell, J. 


Hammond, John, 


Young, Samuel. 
McGovern, Thos. 


Redmond, W. H. Kk. 
Jameson, Major J. E. 
Donelan, Captain A. J. C. 
Tanner, Dr. C. K. D. 
Flynn, J. C. 

Abraham, Wm. 

Barry, Edward. 

Crean, Eugene. 

Gilhooly, J. 
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DONEGAL (4) MIA) 

East a ... MeFadden, FE. 

North .... O'Doherty, W. 

South A, - i> oe .. MaeNeill, J. G. Swift. 
West <7 sf ‘ me ... Boyle, James. 

Down (4) MEA 

East 52 “ ty ee ... Rentoul, J. A. 

North a apt t tke ... Corbett, T. L. 

South " .... MCartan, Michael. Moy 
West ‘: ... Hill, Captain Arthur. 

DusLin, County (2) 

North 3 F ie. a ... Clancy, J. J. QUE 
South = os _ .... Mooney, J. J. 

FERMANAGH (2) 

North . Archdale, E. M. Ros 
South ie ... Jordan, Jeremiah. 

GALWAY, County (4) : 
Connemara... O'Malley, William. SLI 
East Roche, John. 

North Nolan, Col. J. VP. 
South Duffy, W. 7, TI 

‘NNERRY (4) 

Kast ee & 45 ... Murphy, J. 

North Wey : ; ... Flavin, M. J. 

South ... Boland, J. P. 

West i 3" ... O'Donnell, Thos. Tyr 

KILDARE (2) 

North ia ... Leamy, Edmund. 
South : ie ? .... Minch, Matthew .J. 

KILKENNY COUNTY (2) Wa 
North ane .. M*Dermott, Patrick. 

South ae Re ... O'Mara, James. 

Krna’s County (2) WE 
Birr ee es rs ... Reddy, Michael. 

Tullamore ... *, aS . Burke, FE. 1. 

LEITRIM (2) WE 
North : .. M*Hugh, Patrick A. 

South fa és a .. Tully, Jasper. 

LIMERICK, COUNTY (2) Wi 
East ” ae ... Lundon, Wm. 

West ae ey ue ro ... O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
LONDONDERRY, COUNTY (2) 

North bn? in a ... Atkinson, kt. Hon. John. 

South sie ; , ... Gordon, J. By 

EI 

LONGFORD, COUNTY (2) 

North 3s ‘ ee re .. Farrell, J. P. 

South ae ose sa ne ... Blake, Edward. 

LovuTH (2) 

North ... Healy, T. M C 
a Hering. hg 4 OF 
South _ ” en bi ... Nolan, Joseph. 
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East Cr a ae ie .. Dillon, John. 

North Pe ae mt aS ... O'Kelly, Conor. 

South co hh Te ee .... O'Donnell, John. 

West oe om us es .... Ambrose, Robert. 
MEATH (2) 

North ee bas = gag .... White, Patrick. 

South ve on - oe .. Carew, J. L. 
MONAGHAN (2, 

North re ay Lee aes .... Macaleese, Daniel. 

South is as v- ae ... Daly, Jas. 
QUEEN’s County (2) 

Leix... ee a u - . MacDonnell, Dr. M. A. 

Ossory Me i Delany, William. 
RoSCOMMON (2) 

North a oe . O'Kelly, Jas. 

South ne ae . Hayden, J. P. 
SLIGO, COUNTY (2) 

North be McKillop, W. 

South in. mr e .. O'Dowd, John. 
TIPPERARY (4) 

Kast we a By .. Condon, T. J. 

Mid... ae uy ; O’Brien, K. FE. 

North mn me © . OBrien, P. J. 

South : ee of . Cullinan, John. 
TYRONE (4) 

East i sta a ~ ... Doogan, P. C. 

Mid... ; ve ‘5 .... Murnaghan, George. 

North - ... Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. . 

South ; oR : ... Russell, T. W. 
WATERFORD, COUNTY (2) 

East Ls ae a a2 ... Power, P. J. 

West = ar ce = .. Shee, J. J. 
WESTMEATH (2) 

North a ti Ee ... Kennedy, P. J. 

South Be ae - os .... Sullivan, Donal. 
WEXFORD (2) 

North x r at ie .... Esmonde, Sir T. H. G. 

South a =e me ae .. Ffrench, Peter. 
WiIcKLow (2) 

East ea a “ah ‘et ... Cogan, Denis J. 

West ses ee a oi .... \¥Connor, James. 


IRELAND CITIES AND BOROUGHS (16 Members) 


3ELFAST, City (4) 


East ~~ sie i eee ... Wolff, G. W. 

North a a: ae om ... Haslett, Sir Jas. H. 
South Eee ede ae as .... Johnston, Wm. 

West ee — lt = ... Arnold-Forster, H. O. 


gee | O’Brien, J. F. X. 
Cork, City (2)... .. | O’Brien, William. 
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DUBLIN, City (4) 
College Green 
Dublin Harbour 
St. Patrick’s tA 
St. Stephen’s Green 


Gatway, Town (1) 
KILKENNY (1) ... 
LIMERICK, City (1) 
LONDONDERRY, CITY (1) 
NEWRY (1) 


WATERFORD (1) 


CONSTITUENCIES. 


Nannetti, J. P. 
Harrington, T. 
Field, William. 
McCann, James. 


Morris, Hon. M. H. F. 

O’Brien, Patrick. 

Joyce, Michael. 

Hamilton, Capt. the Marquess of 
Carvill, P. G. H. 

Redmond, J. E. 


UNIVERSITIES (9 Members). 


ENGLAND :— 
Cambridge University (2)... 
London University (1) 


Oxford University (2) 


SCOTLAND :— 


{ Jebb, Sir R. C. 
“| Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 


Foster, Sir Michael. 


j Anson, Sir W. R., Bart. 
| Talbot, Rt. Hon. J. G. 


Edinburgh and St. Andrews Universities (1) Tuke, Sir J. Batty. 


Glasgow and Aberdeen Universities (1) ... 


IRELAND :— 


Dublin University (2) 


Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. A. 


j Carson, Rt. Hon. E. H. 
| Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. E. H. 


SUMMARY. 
No. of 
ENGLAND Members. 
Counties... = oe ee 934 
Metropolitan Boroughs... a 62 
Provincial Cities and Boroughs 164 
—- 160 
WALES 
Counties... 19 
Boroughs 1] 
means 30 
SCOTLAND 
Counties. . ; 39 
Cities and Burghs 31 
—— 70 
IRELAND 
Counties ... si gh 
Cities and Boroughs 16 
— 10] 
UNIVERSITIES 
England ... 5 
Scotland ... = 9 
Ireland 2 
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FIRST VOLUME OF SESSION, 1901. 
THE SECUND SESSION or tue TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT or 
THe Unirep Kinacpom or GREAT BRITAIN ann IRELAND, IN THE 
First YEAR OF THE REIGN OF 


HIS MAJESTY KING EDWARD VIL. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: WEDNESDAY, 23rp JANUARY, 1901. 


Page 
House met, on the occasion of the Demise of Her late Majesty Queen Victoria, 
pursuant to the Act of 6 Anne c. 7 me - i. <4 4 a 1 
The Lord Chancellor. singly, in the first place, took the Oath at the Table —.. 1 
His Royal Highness the Duke of Connaught and Strathearn, singly, took the 
Oath 23 Ss re - = a ae hi 6 i i 1 
His Royal Highness the Duke of York, singly, took the Oath .. ta wi l 


Several Lords took the Oath. 


The Lord Hamilton of Dalzell sat first in Parliament after the death of his 
father = os . - = os + Ps - a Ye 1 


House adjourned at Five of the Clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 23rp JANUARY, 1901. 


The House met at Four of the Clock. 


Mr. Speaker, and several other Members, came to the House of Commons this 
day, where Mr. Speaker alone, and then the other Members present, 
took the Oath, and several Members made and subscribed the Affirmation 
required by Law is ad ‘i 4s e a a = re 2 
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New Member Sworn.—Henry Wilson Worsley-Taylor, esquire, Q.C., for North 
Lancashire (Blackpool Division) .. - 5 ys $s e $4 3 


ADJOURNMENT.—Motion made, and Question, ‘‘ That this House do now adjourn” 
—(Mr. Anstruther)—put. and agreed to. 


Adjourned at Five minutes after Six of the clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 24TH JANUARY, 1901. 


REPRESENTATIVE PEER FOR IRELAND.—Writs and Returns electing the Lord Dun- 
hoyne a Representative Peer for Ireland in the room of the 'L ord Oranmore 
and Browne, deceased. with the Certificate of the Clerk of the Crown in 
Ireland annexed thereto. Delivered (on oath). and Certificate read - 5 

His Roval Highness the Duke of Cambridge, singly, took the Oath .. 7 5 

The Earl of Radnor sat first in Parliament after the death of his father .. a 5 


Several Lords took the Oath. 


House adjourned at Four of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 24TH JANUARY, 1901. 


Several other Members took and subscribed the Oath, and two other Members 
made and subscribed the Affirmation required by Law .. es = ( 


ADJOURNMENT.-—Motion made, and Question, ~*~ That this House do now 
adjourn "—(Mr. Anstruther) put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned accordingly at ten minutes before Six of the Clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 25TH JANUARY, 1901. 


Several Lords took the Oath. 


The Earl of Harrowby sat tirst in Parliament after the death of his tather. 


THE DEATH OF QUEEN VICTORIA. 


MESSAGE FROM THE Kinc.—Delivered by the Marquess of Salisbury and read by 
the Lord Chancellor 
The Prime Minister and Lord p rivy Boal « Phe Marques of Salsbury 
The Earl of Kimberley .. AE 1 


Moved :— 
‘That an humble address be presented to His Majesty ; to assure 
His Majesty, That this House deeply sympathises in the great sorrow 
which His Majesty has sustained by the death of our beloved Sovereign 
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the late Queen, whose unfailing devotion to the duties of Her high estate 
8 and to the welfare of Her people will ever cause Her Reign to be remem- 
bered with reverence and affection; to submit to His Majesty our re- 
spectful congratulations on His accession to the Throne ; to assure His 
Majesty of our loyal attachment to His person ; and, further, to assure Him 
of our earnest conviction that His Reign will be distinguished, under 
the blessing of Providence, by an anxious desire to maintain the Laws 
of the Kingdom, and to promote the happiness and liberty of his subjects.” 


The Lord Archhishop of Canterbury .. is ai y - re 15 


On Question, agreed to, nemine dissentiente, and ordered accordingly : 
The said Message to be presented to His Majesty by the Lords with 
White Staves. 


The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that he had received messages of 
sympathy on the death of the late Queen trom the Roumanian Senate and 


* the Greek Chamber of Deputies — .. a - be re es ee | 
’ The same were ordered to be entered on the Journals of the House. 
) JepiciaL Business. —Ordered, That for the purpose of the Judicial Business 

of the House, Thursday, the 14th day of February next. be deemed the 

* first sitting day of the next ensuing Meeting of the House” .. es a iy, 


House adjourned at ten minutes past Five of the elock to Thursday, 
the 14th of February next. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 25th JANUARY, 1901. 


Several other Members took and subseribed the Oath, and one other Member 
b made and subscribed the Affirmation required by Law. 
THE DEATH OF QUEEN VICTORIA. 
Mr. Speaker informed the House that he had received the following Telegrams 
ot Condolence with the British Nation in the loss it had sustained by the 
death of Her late Majesty from the President of the Chamber of Deputies 
of the Hellenes, from the President of the Chamber of Deputies of Rou- 
mania. and from the President of the National Assembly of Servia .. « 8 
MESSAGE FROM THE KING RESPECTING THE DeatH oF HER LATE MAJESTY.— 
Mr. Balfour (at the Bar) acquainted the House that he had a Message from 
His Majesty the King to this House signed by His Majesty's own hand. 
And he presented the same to the House, and it was read by Mr. Speaker 
(all the Members of the House being uncovered) 19 


ADDRESS IN REPLY TO THE KING'S MESSAGE : 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, B.) 19 


Sir H. Camphell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) .. ? 


Resolution proposed :— 
* That an humble Address be presented to His Majesty that this 
House deeply sympathises in the great sorrow which His Majesty has 
sustained by the death of our beloved Sovereign, the late Queen, whose 
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unfailing devotion to the duties of Her high estate and to the welfare of 
Her people will ever cause Her reign to be remembered with reverence 
and affection : to submit to His Majesty our respectful congratulations 
on His Accession to the Throne. to assure His Majesty of our loyal attach- 
ment to His person, and further to assure Him of our earnest conviction 
that His reign will be distinguished under the blessing of Providence by 
an anxious desire to maintain the Laws of the Kingdom, and to promote 
the happiness and liberty of His subjects.” 


Resolution agreed to, nemine contradicente.. To be presented by Privy 
Councillors and Members of His Majesty’s household. 


ADJOURNMENT.—Motion made, and Question, ‘ That this House do now adjourn 
till Thursday, the 14th February "—(Mr. A. J. Balfour)—put, and agreed 
to. 


Adjourned accordingly at ten minutes after Four of the clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 14TH FEBRUARY, 1901. 


THe Kine, being seated on the Throne, and the Commons being at the Bar with 
their Speaker. His Majesty made and subscribed the Declaration against 
Trans-substantiation pursuant to the Bill of Rights, and afterwards made 
a most gracious Speech to both Houses, and then retired. 


King’s Speech - ae ee a ae 
Several Lords took the Oath. 


Sat First.—The Lord Hamilton of Dalzell sat first in Parliament after the 
death of his father. The Viscount Hutchinson (£. Donoughmere) sat first 
in Parliament after the death of his father. The Lord Leconfield sat first 
in Parliament after the death of his father. The Lord Berwick sat first in 
Parliament after the death of his uncle .. 


ROLL OF THE LorDs.—Norroy King of Arms attending, delivered at the Table 
(in the usual manner) a list of the Lords temporal in the Second Session of 
the Twenty-seventh Parliament of the United Kingdom. The same was 
ordered to lie on the Table 


InTRopUCED.—Frederick Sleigh Baron Roberts of Kandahar, K.G., K.P., G.C.B., 
G.C.S.L, G.C.LE.. V.C.. Field Marshal and Commander-in-Chief of His 
Majesty's forces, lately Field Marshal Commanding-in-Chief the forces in 
South Africa, having been created Viscount St. Pierre and Earl Roberts of 
Kandahar in Afghanistan and Pretoria in the Transvaal Colony, and of 
the city of Waterford. was (in the usual manner) introduced. The 
Right Honourable George Joachim Goschen having been created Vis- 
count Goschen of Hawkhurst, in the county of Kent, was (in the usual 
manner) introduced. The Right Honourable Sir Matthew White Ridley, 
Baronet, having been created Baron Wensleydale of Blagdon and Blyth, 
both in the county of Northumberland, and Viscount Ridley, was (in the 
usual manner) introduced is 
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REPRESENTATIVE PEERS FOR IRELAND.—Writs and Returns electing the Earl of 


Westmeath a Representative Peer for Ireland in the room of the late Baron 
Farnham. deceased, with the certificate of the Clerk of the Crown in Ireland 
annexed thereto. Delivered (on oath), and Certificate read 


Secect Vestriks.—Bill, pro forma, read 
Appress IN Rep_ty to His Masesty’s Most Gracrous SPEECH :— 


The Marquess of ee 
Earl Manvers 


Moved, “ That an humble Address be presented to His Majesty in 
reply to the gracious Speech from the Throne.”—(The Marquess of 
Waterford.) 


The Earl of Kimberley .. 
The Prime Minister and Lord Privy Seal ( The Marquess of Salisbury) 


On (uestion, agreed to. Address agreed to, nemine dissentiente, and 
ordered to be presented to His Majesty by the Lords with White 
Staves. 


The Earl of Morley appointed, nemine dissentiente, to take the Chair in all 
Committees of this House for this session. 


Committee for Privileges appointed 
Comittee for the Journals appointed 
Stoppages in the Streets—Order to prevent, renewed 


Appeal Committee appointed 


PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS (RECESS). 


The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the following Papers 
having been commanded to be presented to this House by Her Majesty 
had been presented on the following dates by delivery to the Clerk of 
the Parliaments, pursuant to Order of the House of the 17th February, 
1896, viz.: 


COLONIES (ANNUAL) Reports.—No. 308. Leeward Islands, 1899 (18th Decem- 
ber); No. 309. St. Helena, Ties (19th December); No. 310. British 
Honduras, 1899; No. 311. Lucia, 1899 (20th December); No. 312. 
St. Vincent, 1899 (8th exten ); No. 313. Basutoland, 1899-1900 (&th 
January); No. 314. Hong Kong, 1899 (21st January); No. 315. 
Southern Nigeria, 1899-1900 (29th January); No. 316. Grenada, 1899 
(30th January) 


[NeBRIATES Acts, 1879 TO 1899.—Twentieth Report of the Inspectors of 
Retreats, and the First Report of the Inspector of Certified Reforma- 
tories under the Inebriates Acts, 1879 to 1899, for the year 1899. 
(19th December). . is i ‘ a m + 
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EXpLosives (EXPLOSION AT GUNPOWDER Factory AT BLACKBECK, LANCASHIRE). 
—Report to the Secretary of State for the Home Department by Captain 
A. P. H. Desborough, Her Majesty’s Inspector of Explosives, on the 
circumstances attending an explosion which destroyed the corning house 
of Messrs. F. C. Dickson and Company’s gunpowder factory at Black- 
beck, Haverthwaite. the 27th August, 1900. (19th 
Deceinber) 


Lancashire, On 


Trape Reports (ANNUAL Sertes).—Diplomatic and Consular Reports on 
Trade and Finance :—No. 2542. China (Ssumao and Mengtse) ; No. 2543. 
Belgium and the Port of Antwerp (29th December) ; No. 2544. Japan 
(Tainan); No. 2545. Somali Coast Protectorate (9th January); No. 
2546. Mexico; No. 2547. Denmark (19th January); No. 2548. Russia 
(Agriculture of the Odessa district for the year 1900) (22nd January) ; 
No. 2549. Egypt (Trade for the year 1899 and half of 1900) (80th January); 
No. 2550. Italy (Trade of Southern Italy for the year 1900) (7th Feb- 
ruary); No. 2551. Estimates of the German Empire, 1901; No. 2552. 
Austria-Hungary (Bosnia and the Herzegovina) ; No. 2553. Servia (Feb- 

ruary 9th) ‘ 


TrapE Reports (MISCELLANEOUS SERIES).—Reports on Subjects of General 
and Commercial Interest :—No. 545. Cold Storage and Refrigeration in 
Chicago (21st December); No. 546. Preparation of French Plums (3rd 
January); No. 547. Brazil (State of Maranhao) (7th February) .. 


MERCHANT StuppixnGc (MERCANTILE Marine Funpb) Act, 1898 (Lignt Duss). 
Report of a Committee appointed by the Board of Trade to examine the 
claims and suggestions received for exemption from light dues or for 
alteration of existing scale or rules. II. Appendix. (8rd January) 

TREATY Sertes.—No. 1 (1901): Agreement between the United Kingdom 
and Germany relative to China, 16th October, 1900 (4th January) ; No. 
2 (1901): Convention between the United Kingdom and Japan for the 
protection of the estates of deceased persons. Signed at Tokio, 26th 
April, 1900, Ratification exchanged at Tokio, 25th October, 1900 (19th 
January) i ste ‘i = an oe 


MINES AND QUARRIES (GENERAL REPORT AND STATISTICS FOR 1899)—Part LY. 
Colonial and Foreign Statistics. 
output, and accidents at mines and quarries in the British colonies and in 
Foreign countries. (16th January) 

Return by railway companies of the United 

(16th January) 


Rarways (CONTINUOUS BRAKES). 
Kingdom for the six months ending the 30th June, 1900. 


Irish INLAND Fisiiertes.—Report of Commissioners appointed to inquire into 
the present condition of inland fisheries in Ireland, and the laws relating 
thereto. (16th January) 


Minirary Hospirats iy Souti Arrica (RoyAL COMMIssIoNn).—I. Report of the 
Royal Commission appointed to consider and report upon the care and 
treatment of the sick and wounded during the South African Campaign. 
(I8th January). I]. Minutes of evidence taken before the Royal Com- 

mission, (21st January). Il]. Appendix to minutes of evidence taken 

before the Royal Commission. (21st January) .. 
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CROFTER COLONISATION.—Eleventh Report of the Commissioners appointed 
to carry out a scheme of colonisation in the Dominion of Canada of crofters 
and cottars from the Western Highlands and Islands of Scotland ; with 
appendices. (26th January) 


SoutH Arrica.—South African Despatches. (7th February) 


EPIDEMIC OF ARSENICAL PoIsoNING.—Report to the Local Government Board 
on the recent epidemic of arsenical poisoning attributed to beer, by Dr. 
George Seaton Buchanan. (Sth February) 


AFRICA, No. 1 (1901).—Return of the names of the British and American firms 


who tendered for the supply of certain bridges for the Uganda Railway, 
and the amounts of the various tenders. (9th February) 


CoMMERCIAL, No. 1 (1901).—Reports from His Majesty's representatives 
abroad on the Metric System. Part Il. (12th February) 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Evictions (IRELAND).—Return of evictions in Lreland for the quarter ended 
31st December, 1900 


AGRARIAN OUTRAGES (IRELAND).—Return of the number of agrarian outrages 
which were reported to the Inspector-General of the Royal Irish Con- 
stabulary during the quarter ended 31st December, 1900 

Irish LAND CoMMISSION (JUDICIAL RENTS).—Returns for—I. The month of 


May, 1900. II. The month of June, 1900 


Light Ramways Act, 1896.—Orders made by the Light Railway Commis- 
sioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising 
the construction of — 


1. A light railway in the county of Gloucester, between Wotton-under- 
Edge and Charfield. 


2. A light railway in the county of Northumberland, between Gosforth 
and Ponteland. 


3. Light railways in the parish and urban district of Rhyl, in the county 
of Flint, in extension of the light railway authorised by the Rhyl and 
Prestatyn Light Railway Order, 1900. 

4. Light railways in the county of Cambridge. in the parishes of Oaking- 
ton, Westwick, and Cottenham. 

5. A light railway in the county of Suffolk, from Long Melford to Had- 
leigh. 

6. Light railways in the urban district of Sheerness and in the parish of 
Minster, in Sheppey, in the rural district of Sheppey, in the county 

of Kent. 
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7. A light railway in the county of Southampton, from Bishop's Waltham 
to a junction with the authorised Meon Valley Railway near Brock 
Bridge, in the parish of Soberton. 








8 A light railway in the county of Southampton, from Whitchureh and 
Hurstbourne Stations to Vernhams Dean 


Presented (hy Command), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


Lunacy.—Return to the Lord Chancellor of the number of visits made and the 
number of patients seen by the several Commissioners in Lunacy during 
the six months ended 3ist- December. 1900 


SUPREME Court oF Jepicature. —Rules of the Supreme Court. January, 1901 


AGRICULTURE AND TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION (IRELAND) Act, 1899 (RULES). 
I. Rules under Seetion 3 of the Act. Il. Amended rules for the adminis- 
tration of loans under the Sea and Coast Fisheries Fund (Ireland) Aet, 
]8s4 : oa 
SUPREME CourTr oF JUpicatere Act (IRELAND) JS77 (RULE).—Orders in 
Council —l. Dated 30th January, 1901, giving effect to a rule of court. 
Il. Dated 28th December, 19009, giving effect to rules of court 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION (IRELAND).-—Time-table of Examinations for the year 
1901 
Pusiic Recorps. Schedul containing a list and particulars of classes of docu 
ments In the office of the clerk of the peace Tort he county ol Denbigh which 
are not considered of sufficient public value to justify their preservation 

in the Public Record Office 


INpIA (LOANS Raisep IN INpIA).—Return of all loans raised in India under the 
provisions of any Acts of Parliament chargeable on the revenues of India 
outstanding at the commencement of the half-year ended on the 30th 
September, 1900, with the rates of interest and total amount payable 
thereon, ete. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


Union oF BENEFICES (MerROPOLIS) ACT. 1860.—Scheme for the union of the 
Benefices of All Saints, Knightsbridge. and Holy Trinity, Knightsbridge. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and to be printed. (No. 1.) 


THE DEATH OF QOUERN VICTORIA. 


The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that he had received through the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs a translation of a Note from the 
Italian Chargé d’Atfaires at this Court. reporting that the Italian Senate 
adjourned its sitting on the 23rd ultimo as a sign of mourning for Her late 
Majesty Queen Victoria, and desired that heartfelt condolences of the 
Chamber on the sad event should be communicated to the House of Lords 


House adjourned at halt prast Six of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, litn FEBRUARY, 1901. 


The House met at a quarter before Two of the clock. 


Message to attend His Majesty. 


The House went: and, being returned, several other Members took and sub- 


seribed the Oath, and several other Members made and subseribed the 
Affirmation required by Law. 


MESSAGE FROM THE KING (DEATH OF Her LATE MAJESTY AND ACCESSION oF 
His Masesty).—The Comptroller of the Household fe saaiaate His nies stv's 
Answer to the Address [25th January] 


Mr. Speaker intormed the House that he had received communications expres- 
sing condolence with the British Nation in the loss it had sustained by the 
death of Her late Majesty from the Hungarian House of Representatives, 
the Italian Chamber of Deputies, and the Chamber of Deputies of the 
Republic of Uruguay Montevideo 


New Writ.—-For the County of Lancaster (South-East Lancashire. Stretford 
Division). in the room of Sir John William Maclaure. baronet, deceased. 
(Nir \\ iam Walre nil.) 


CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS.--Mr. Speaker further informed the House that he 
had received Communications from the Judges appointed to try the several 
lection Petitions—-Christehurch Election Petition, Pembroke Election 
Petition. and Wick Burehs Election Petition. 





ELECTIONS : 

Ordered, That all Members who are returned for two or more places In 
any part of the United Kingdom do make their election tor which of 
the places they will serve within one week after it shall appear that 
there is no question upon the Return for that place: and if anything 
shall come tn question touching the Return or Election of uny Member, 
he is to withdraw during the time the matter isin debate: and that all 
Members returned upon double Returns do withdraw till their Returns 
are determine 1. 

Resolved. That no Peer of the Realm, except such Peers of Treland as shall 
for the time being be actually elected, and shall not have declined to 
serve, for any county, city. or borough of Great Britain, hath any 
right to give his vote in the Election of any Member to serve in Par- 
liament. 


Motion made, and Question proposed 
“That it 1s a high Infringement of the liberties and privileges of 
Commons of the United Kingdom for any Lord of Parliament. or other 
Peer or Prelate, not being a Peer of Ireland at the time elected, and not 
having declined to serve for any county, city, or borough of Great 
Britain, to concern himself in the election of Members to serve for the 
Commons in Parliament, except only any Peer of Ireland, at such Elec- 
tions in Great Britain respectively where such Peer shall appear as a 
eand! li G, OF by ha ns lf, roan thers, he proposed to he elected : or 
for any Lord Lieutenant or Governor of any county to avail himself 
of any authority derived from his Commission, to influence the Election 
of any Member to serve for the Commons in Parliament.” —(WUr. A. ./. 
Balfour.) 
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Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word ‘ Kingdom,’ in line 2, to the word 
‘for,’ in line 8."”—(.Mr. James Lowther.) 










































Mr. Wharton (ork, W.R., Ripon) formally seconded the Amendment. 


Question proposed, ** That the words proposed to be left out stand 
part of the Question.” 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liver pool, Neotland) .. ae oe a Bes 59 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Avyes, 326; Noes, 123. (Division List No. 1.) 
Main Question put. and agreed to. 


Resolved, That it is a high infringement of the liberties and privileges 
of the Commons of the United Kingdom for any Lord of Parliament or 
other Peer or Prelate, not being a Peer of Ireland at the time elected, 
and not having declined to serve for any county, city, or borough of 
Great Britain, to concern himself in the election of Members to serve 
for the Commons in Parliament, except only any Peer of Ireland, at 
such elections in Great Britain respectively where such Peers shall 
appear as a candidate, or by himselt, or any others, be proposed to be 
elected ; or for any Lord Lieutenant or Governor of any county to avail 
himself of any authority derived from his Commission, to influence the 
election of any Member to serve for the Commons in Parliament. 


Resolved, That if it shall appear that any person hath been elected or 
returned a Member of this House, or endeavoured so to be, by Bribery, 
or any other corrupt practices, this House will proceed with the 
utmost severity against all such persons as shall have been wilfully 
concerned in such Bribery or other corrupt practices .. ix ‘ G4 


WITNESSES :— 

Resolved, That if it shall appear that any person hath been tampering 
with any Witness, in respect of his evidence to be given to this House, 
or any Committee thereof, or directly or indirectly hath endeavoured 
to deter or hinder any person trom appearing or giving evidence, 
the same is declared to be a high crime or misdemeanour ; and this 
House will proceed with the utmost severity against such offender. 
Resolved, That if it shall appear that any person hath given false 
evidence in any case before this House, or any Committee thereof, this 
House will proceed with the utmost severity against such offender... 65 


Merropouitan PoLice.—Ordered, That the Commissioners of the Police of the 
Metropolis do take care that, during the session of Parliament, the 
passages through the streets leading to this House be kept free and open, 
and that no obstruction be permitted to hinder the passage of Members 
to and from this House, and that no disorder be allowed in Westminster 
Hall, or in the passages leading to this House, during the sitting of Par- 
liament, and that there be no annoyance therein or thereabouts ; and 
that the Serjeant at Arms attending this House do communicate this 
Order to the Commissioners aforesaid .. ie os ~ #% — 66 


Votes AND PROCEEDINGS.-—Ordered, That the Votes and Proceedings of this 
House be printed, being first perused by Mr. Speaker; and that he do 
appoint the print'ng thereof; and that no person but such as he shall 
appoint do presume to print the same... Ss ‘e - <. »e 66 
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PrivILeces.—Ordered, That a Committee of Privileges be appointed .. 


OuTLAWRIES BiLi.—‘‘ For the more effectual preventing Clandestine Out- 
lawries,’’ read the first time; to be read a second time 


JOURNAL :— 


Ordered, That the Journal of this House, from the end of the last session 


to the end of the present session, with an Index thereto, be printed. 


Ordered, That 500 copies of the said Journal and Index be printed by the 
appointment and under the direction of Archibald John Scott Milman, 
esquire, C.B., the Clerk of this House. 

Ordered, That the said Journal and Index be printed by such person as 
shall be licensed by Mr. Speaker, and that no other person do presume 
to print the same 


PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS (RECESS). 


The following Papers, presented by Royal Command during the Recess, 
were delivered to the Librarian of the House of Commons during 
the Recess, pursuant to the Standing Order of 14th August, 1806 : 


1. Trade Reports (Annual Series).—Copies of Diplomatic and Consular Reports, 
Annual Series, Nos. 2542 to 2553. 

2. Trade Reports (Miscellaneous Series).—Copies of Diplomatic and Consular 
Reports, Miscellaneous Series, Nos. 545 to 547. 

3. Treaty Series (No. 1, 1901).—Copy of Agreement between the United 
Kingdom and Germany relative to China; dated 16th October, 1900. 

t. ‘Treaty Series (No. 2, 1901).—Copy of Convention between the United 
Kingdom and Japan for the protection of the Estates of Deceased Persons. 
Signed at Tokio, 26th April, 1900. Ratifications exchanged at ‘Tokio, 
25th October, 1900. 

5. Metric System (Foreign Countries) (Commercial, No. 1, 1901).—Copy of 
Reports from Her late Majesty's Representatives in Europe on the Metric 
System, Part II. 

6. Africa (No. 1, 1901).—Copy of Return of the Names of the British and Ameri- 
can Firms who tendered for the supply of certain Bridges for the Uganda 
Railway, and the Amounts of the Various ‘Tenders. 

7. South Africa (Despatches). Copy of Despatches relating to the War in 
South Africa. 

8. Colonial Reports (Annual).—Copies of Reports Nos. 308 (Leeward Islands, 
Annual Report for 1899), 309 (St. Helena, Annual Report for 1899). 510 
(British Honduras, Annual Report for 1899), 311 (St. Lucia, Annual Re- 
port for 1899), 312 (St. Vincent, Annual Report for L899), 515 (Basuto- 
land, Annual Report for 1899-1900), 315 (Southern Nigeria, Annual 
Report for 1899-1900), 316 (Grenada, Annual Report for 1899). 


Explosions (Gunpowder Factory at Blackbeck, Lancashire).--Copy of Report 
by Captain A. P. H. Desborough, Her late Majesty's Laspector ot Explosives, 
to the Right Honourable the Secretary of State for the Home Department, 
on the circumstances attending an explosion which destroyed the Corning 
House of Messrs. F. C. Dickson and Company's Gunpowder Factory at 

Blackbeck, Haverthwaite, Lancashire, on the 27th August, 1900. 
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10. Inebriates Acts, 1879 to 1899.—( Jopy of ‘Twentieth Report of the Inspectors Ir 

of Retreats, and the First Report ot the Inspector of Certified Reforma- 
tories, under the Inebriates Acts, 1879 to 1899, for the year 1899. 

11. Mines and Quarries.—Copy of General Report and Statistics for the year 
1899, Part LV., Colonial and Foreign Statistics ; Statistics relating to Persons 
employed, Output, and Accidents at Mines and Quarries in the British 
Colonies and in Foreign Countries. 


a ; — - hoe ' La 
12. Military Hospitals in South Africa (Royal Comumission).—Copy of Re- 
port of the Royal Commission appointed to consider and report upon 
the care and treatment of the sick and wounded during the South African 
Campaign. IN 
13. Military Hospitals in South Africa (Royal Commission).—Copy of Minutes 
of Evidence taken before the Royal Commission. 
14. Military Hospitals in South Africa (Royal Commission).—Copy of Appen- su 
dix to Minutes of Evidence taken before the Royal Commission. 
15. Trish Inland Fisheries Commission. Copy of Report of the Commissioners. 
16. Irish Inland Fisheries Commission.—Copy of Appendix to the Report 
of the Commissioners, Part I... Minutes of Evidence. 
17. Llrish Inland Fisheries Commission.—Copy of Appendix to the Report 
of the Commissioners, Part I1., Documents. 
18. Trish Inland Fisheries Commission. —Copy of Appendix to the Report Aci 
of the Commissioners, Part II[L.. Translation of the Report of the Royai 
Commission on Norwegian Salmon Fisheries, 1896-8. and of a Treatise 
by Mr. Landmark on Hatcheries and the Rearing of Fry. 
19. Merchant Shipping (Mercantile Marine Fund Act, 1898) (Light Dues). 
Copy of Report of a Committee appointed by the Board of Trade to 
examine the claims and suggestions received for exemption from Light 
Dues, or for alteration of the existing scale or rules. Part Tf., Appendix. Lic 


20. Railways (Continuous Brakes).—Copy of Return by the Railway Com- 
panies of the United Kingdom on the progress made in the use of Con- 
tinuous Brakes, ete.. for the six months ending the 30th June, 1900. 


21. Crofter and Cottar Colonisation Scheme. Copy ot Eleventh Report ot 
the Commissioners appointed to carry out a Scheme of Colonisation in 
the Dominion of Canada of Crofters and Cottars from the Western [High- 
lands and Islands of Scotland, with Appendices. 

22. Arsenical Poisoning.—Copy of Report to the Local Government Board 
on recent Epidemie Arsenical Poisoning attributed to Beer, by Dr. George 
Seaton Buchanan. 
Ordered that the said Papers do lie upon the Table. . a $2 ¥ G7 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


AGRARIAN OUTRAGES (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Return for the quarter 
ended 31st December. 1900 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table a G9) 


Evictions (IRELAND). Copy presented, of Return of Evictions in’ Ireland 
for the quarter ended 31st Decembe>. 1900 | by Command | ; to lie pon 
the Table .. Ae si se . ot ; i, 5 oF sk 70 
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Irish LAND CoMMISSION (JUDICIAL RENTS) :— 


Copy presented, of Return of Judicial Rents fixed during the month of 
May, 1900 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


Copy presented, of Return of Judicial Rents fixed during the month of 
June, 1900 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


LocAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) ACT, 1898.—Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 2nd August, 1900; Mr. Maurice Healy]; to lie upon the Table 


INTERMEDIATE EpvcaTion (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of ‘Time-table of 
Examinations for 1901 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


SUPREME Court OF JUDICATURE AcT (IRELAND), 1877 :— 


Copy presented, of Order in Council giving effect to Rules of Court under 
the Supreme Court of Judicature Act (Ireland), 1877 [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Order in Council giving effect to a Rule of Court under 
the Supreme Court of Judicature Act (Ireland), 1877 [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table . , 52 a v ¥ 


AGRICULTURE AND TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION (IRELAND) ACT, 1899 (RULES) :— 
Copy presented, of Rules under Section 3 of the Act [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


Copy presented, of Amended Rules for the Administration of Loans under 
the Sea and Coast Fisheries Fund (Ireland) Act, 1884 [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table : a - 


Licht Rattways Act, 1896 :— 

Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the con- 
struction of a Light Railway in the county of Southampton trom Whit- 
chureh and Hurstbourne Stations to Vernhams Dean (Bourne Valley 
Light Railway Order, 1900) by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the con- 
struction of a Light Railway in the County of Southampton from 
Bishops Waltham to a junction with the authorised Meon Valley Rail- 
way near Brock Bridge in the Parish of Soberton (Bishops Waltham 
Light Railway Order, 1900) [by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, 
and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the 
construction of a Light Railway in the county of Northumberland 
between Gosforth and Ponteland (Gosforth and Ponteland Light 
Railway Order, 1900) [by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners. and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the con- 
struction of a Light Railway in the county of Gloucester between 

Wotton-under-Edge and Charfield (Wotton-under-Edge Light) Rail 

way Order, 1900) [by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 
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Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the con- 
struction of Light Railways in the parish and urban district of Rhyl, 
in the county of Flint, in extension of the Light Railway authorised 
by the Rhyl and Prestatyn Light Railway Order, 1900 (Rhyl and 
Prestatyn Light Railway (Extensions) Order, 1900) [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 

Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the con- 
struction of Light Railways in the county of Cambridge, in the parishes 
of Oakington, Westwick, and Cottenham (Oakington and Cottenham 
Light Railway Order, 1901) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 

Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the construction of a 
Light Railway in the county of Suffolk, from Long Melford to Had- 
leigh (Long Melford and Hadleigh Light Railway Order, 1901) [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 

Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the con- 
struction of Light Railways in the urban district of Sheerness and in 
the parish of Minster in Sheppy, in the rural district of Sheppey, in 
the county of Kent (Sheerness and District Light Railway Order, 
1901) [by Command]; to lie upon the Table < _ “3 << Cm 

East Inpta (LOANS RaAIsep IN Inp1A).—Copy presented, of Return of all Loans 
raised in India, chargeable on the Revenues of India, outstanding 
at the commencement of the half-year ending on the 50th September, 
1900, ete. [by Act]; to lie upon the Table and to be printed. [No. 1.] 72 
Papers LAD UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE Howse: 

1. Lunacy.—Copy of Return to the Lord Chancellor of the number of 
Visits made and the number of Patients seen by the several Com- 
missioners in Lunacy during the six months ending on the 31st 
December, 1900 [by Act]. 

2. Supreme Court (Rules).—Copy of Rules of the Supreme Court, dated . 
11th January, 1901 . Fe 

Kine’s SprecH.—Mr. Speaker reported His Majesty's Speech, and read it to 
the House = ey a“ 72 
ADDREss IN ANSWeR TO His Magesty’s Most Gracious Speecu.-—First Day's 

Debate : 

Mr. Forster (Kent, Sevenoaks) 7) 
Sir Andrew Agnew (Edinburgh, 8.) 77 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “* That an humble Address be pre- 
sented to His Majesty, as tolloweth : 
 Vost Gracious Sovereign, 

“We, Your Majesty's most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons 
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Lreland. in Parliament 
assembled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for 
the Gracious Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses 
of Parliament.” —(.VUr. Forster.) 
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February 14. | 
Discussion :— 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs)  .. 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. ere Manchester, E ) 
Mr. Philipps (Pembrokeshire) .. - 
Str Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) 
Mr. William Redmond (Clare, £.) .. 
Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett (Sheffield, Ecc lesall) 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) 
Captain Mildmay (Devonshire, Totnes) 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, .) a 
Mr. Chaplin (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) 


It being midnight, the debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


Several other Members took and subscribed the Oath. 


PRIVATE Bitts.—Ordered, That Standing Order 195 be suspended, and that 
the time for presenting Petitions for Private Bills to the House (which shall 
have been previously endorsed by the Examiners) be extended to Friday, 
22nd February.—(The Chairman of Ways and Means.) 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899 :— 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 

‘That all Petitions deposited at the oftice of the Secretary for Scot- 
land, pursuant to General Order 77, in favour or of against any proposed 
Provisional Order the provisions of which are subsequently proceeded 
with asa Bill in this House under Section 2 (4) of the Private Legislation 


Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, shall, on transmission from the “office of 
the Secretary for Scotland, be received as if duly deposited in favour 
of or against such Bill.”—(The Chairman of Ways and Means.) 


The Chairman of Ways and Means (Mr. J. W. Lowther, Cumberland, 
Penrith) .. s% eS - as is as ne sii 
M Ts Joh n Ellis (Nottingha msh ire, Rush cl iffe) 


Question put, and agreed to. 


PETITIONS. 
Cuurcu DiscipLine.—Petition trom Maryport, for alteration of law ; to lie upon 
the Table a ie - 
Etementary Epucarion (ADULTS IN EVENING SCHOOLS).—Petitions for altera- 
tion of law, from Todmorden ; Bedwellty ; Belper; Hedworth ; and Great 
Yarmouth ; to lie upon the Table 


> Mansa, Manomep SooLerman.—Petition of Mahomed Sooleiman Mansa, for 


redress of grievances ; to lie upon the Table 





Adjourned at one minute after Twelve of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 15tu FEBRUARY, 1901. 





ixkv 
Paye 


82 

99 
110 
114 
121 
125 
131 
141 
149 
157 


163 


163 


164 


164 


164 


164 








Ixxvi TABLE OF CONTENTS, 
February 15. | 
Poor LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION Act, 1896.—Petitions for alteration of 
law, from Middlesbrough ; Tottenham; Waterloo with Seaforth ; Great 
Yarmouth ; Acton; Yardley ; Gelligaer ; Crick ; and Thirsk ; to lie upon 
the Table 


Rajoo, NARAYAMA.—Petition of Narayama Rajoo, for redress of grievances ; 
to lie upon the Table .. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SuNDAY.—Petitions for prohibition. from 
Ulverston ; Horsham; and Huntingdon ; to lie upon the Table 


SINGH, JAMAND.—Petition of Jamand Singh, for redress of grievances ; to 
lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


LocaL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) ACT, 1898.—Return [presented 14th February | 
to be printed. | No. 2.] 


WaGEs AND Errects OF DECEASED SEAMEN.—Account presented, of the Sums 
received and paid in respect of the Wages and Effects of Deceased Seamen 
in the year ended 31st March, L900 [by Command]; to le upon the Table 


RAMSGATE Harpour.—Copy presented, of Statement of the Receipts and Pay- 
ments for the year ended 31st March, 1900, together with aa Account ot 
the Receipt and Issue of Stores [by Act i to lie pon the Table. and to be 
printed. [| No. 3.] re oe a 


GENERAL LIGHTHOUSE FUND.—Account presented, of the General Lighthouse 
Fund showing the Income and Expenditure for the year ended 3ist Mareh, 
1900 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 4. | 


Post OFFIce (PARCEL Post BETWEEN THE UNItrep Kincpow snp Norway). 
Copy of Agreement between the British and Norwegian Post Offices con- 
cerning the Exchange of Parcels by Parcel Post [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table 


Royan Irish CoNnsTaBuLARY PeNnstons.—Copy presented, of Return showing 
the names of all Constabulary Officers now in receipt of Pensions, of all 
Head Constables, Sergeants, and Constables, and of all) Widows and 
Children to whom Pensions have been granted since the Constabulary 
Estimate for 1900-1901 was prepared, with the amount and date of Pen- 
sion in each case [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


Treasury Cuest.—Account presented, for the year 1899-1900, together with 
the Report of the Comptroller and Auditor General thereon [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 5.] v “s 


GREEX Loan.—Account presented, ol Moneys paid out of the Consolidated 
Fund for Interest and Sinking Fund on that part of the Greek Loan guaran- 
teed by this Country and of the amount repaid by the Greek Government on 
account of the same to 31st December, 1900 | hy Act | : to lie upon the Table 
and to be printed. [No. 6.] ; 
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DucHy OF CORNWALL.—Account presented, of the Receipts and Disbursements 
of the Duchy of Cornwall for the year ended 31st December, 1900 [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table and to be printed. [No. 7.] ~ , 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884.—Copies presented, of Treasury Minutes declaring 
that the under-mentioned persons were appointed to the offices set against 
their names without a Civil Service Certificate through inadvertence on the 
parts of the Heads of their Departments, viz. :—John William Gill, messen- 
ger, Wakefield, Post Office Department, dated 5th February, 1901; Charles 
Street, labourer, Royal Laboratory, War Office Department, dated 17th 
January, L9OL [by Act]; to lieupon the Table .. 

IMPERIAL OTTOMAN GUARANTEED LOAN OF 1855.—Copy presented, of Account 
for the year 1900 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. . 


(CHELSEA Tosprrat.—Account presented, for the vear ended 31st March, 1900, 
with the Report of the ( ‘ompt roller and Auditor General thereon [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. &.].. io a = 


(CONSOLIDATED FuUND.—Abstract Account presented, showing the issues made 
from the Consolidated Fund of the United Kingdom in the year ended 31st 
March, 1900, for the Interest and Management of the Debt, for the Civil 
List. and all other Issues in the financial vear for services charged directly 
on the said Fund ; with the Report of the Comptroller and Auditor General] 
thereon [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. and to be printed. | No. 9. | 


Army (APPROPRIATION ACCOUNT).—Copy presented, of the Appropriation 
Account for 1899-1900, with the Report of the Comptroller and Auditor 
General thereon, and upon the Store Accounts of the Army [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table and to be printed. [No. LO] .. 

Navy (APPROPRIATION = ACCOUNT).—Copy presented, of the Appropriation 
Account of the Navy for 1899-1900, with the Report of the Comptroller 
and Auditor General thereon, and upon the Store Accounts of the Navy 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 11.] 


UNIVERSITY OF GLASGow.—Copy presented, of Annual Statistical Report by 
the University Court of the University of Glasgow for 1899-1900 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 12.] .. 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1889 (ORDINANCES) : 

Copy presented, of University Court Ordinance No. III. (St. Andrews 
No. 1) (Foundation of the Bute Chair of Anatomy in the University 
of St. Andrews) [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 

Copy presented, of University Court Ordinance No. LV. (St. Andrews 
No. 2) (Foundation of the Chandos Chair of Physiology in the Uni- 
versity of St. Andrews) [by Act]; to lie upon the Table ; 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877 (OXFORD) : 

Copy presented, of Statute made by the Governing Body of Brasenose 
College, Oxford, on 20th June, 1900, altering Statutes IIL, V., XIIL., 
and XLV. of the Statutes of that College [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 13.] 

Copy presented, of Statute made by the Governing Body of New College, 
Oxtord, on 10th October, 1900, and sealed on the 23rd day of October, 
1900, altering Statute ILI. of the Statutes of the College [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table and to be printed. [No. 14]... .. om 
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UNIVERSITIES OF OXFoRD AND CampripGe Act, 1877 (CAamBRIDGE).—Copy 


presented, of Statute made by the Governing Body of the University of 
Cambridge, on 13th October, 1900, altering Statute B of the University 
Statutes [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 15.].. 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS, 1894 AND 1896.—Copy presented. of an Order 
dated 8th January, 1901, prohibiting the conveyance of animals, ete., to 
or from any port in Great Britain by the Steamships “ King’s Lynn,” 
* Burton,” and * Peterborough ” [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


PENAL SERVITUDE Acts (CONDITIONAL LICENCES) :— 

Copy presented, of Licence granted to Minnie Wells, a convict under deten- 
tion in Aylesbury Prison, permitting her to be at large on condition 
that she enter the St. John the Baptist’s Home, Pimlico [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table. 

Copy presented, of Licence granted to Annie Combs, a convict under deten- 
tion in Aylesbury Prison, permitting her to be at large on condition 
that she enter the London Female Preventive and Reformatory 
Institution [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


Cina (No. 1, 1901).—Copy presented, of Correspondence respecting the Dis- 
turbances (in China in continuation of China [No. 3, 1900]) [by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). —( ‘opies presented, of Diplomat ic and Consular 
Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2554 and 2555 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table 


DocxYARD Ports REGULATION ACT, 1865.—Copy presented, of Order in Council, 
dated 13th December, 1900, amending an Order in Council, dated 26th 
February, 1897, relating to the Dockyard Port of Portsmouth [by Act] to 
lie upon the Table 


ENpoWED ScHoots ‘Act, 1869, AND AMENDING AcTs.—Copy presented, of 
Scheme for the Management of the Charity of William Price, in the Parish 
of Fareham, in the county of Southampton, founded by Will dated 24th 
August, 1721 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 16] 


Papers Lamp UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE Howse: 

1. Bank of England.—Accounts of Exchequer Bills and other Govern- 
ment Securities purchased, and of the Amount of Balances and Sums 
issued for the Payment of Dividends, ete., for the year ending 5th 
January, 1901 [by Act]; to be printed. [No. 17.] 


2. Public Records (Clerk of the Peace for the County of Denbigh).—Copy 
ot a Schedule containing a List and Particulars of Classes and Docu- 
inents in the Office of the Clerk of the Peace for the County of Denbigh, 
which are not considered of sufficient public value to justify their pre- 
servation therein [by Act]. 


3. Union of Benefices Act (All Saints, Knightsbridge, and Holy Trinity, 
Knightsbridge).—Copy of Scheme for effecting a union of the Benefices 
of All Saints, Knightsbridge, and Holy Trinity, Knightsbridge [by 
Act] se we 
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PARLIAMENTARY ConstiTUENCIES (ELEctors, Etc.) (Uxitep Kixcpom).— 
Address for “ Return showing, with regard to each Parliamentary Consti- 
tuency in the United Kingdom, the total number and, as far as possible, 


the number in each class of Electors on the Register now in force ; and also 
showing the Population and Inhabited Houses in each Constituency (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 116, of Session 1900).”—(Sir 
Charles Dilke) ; = a 


QUESTIONS. 


SoutH ArricaN Wark—PAARDEBURG DesPATCHES.—Question, Mr. Faber (York) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


Borer INVASION OF Cape CoLony.—Question, Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.) ; Answer 
Mr. Brodrick as 


THE NoorrcepAcut DisasTeR.—Question, Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett (Sheffield, 
Ecclesall) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


Army AND Navy Pensions—Proposep CoMMITTEE OF INQUIRY.—Question, 
Mr. Wharton (Ripon) ; Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. 
Balfour, Manchester, E.) a mn - od a n 


Joint NAVAL AND MILirary CoMMITTEE OF DrreNce.—Question, Mr. Gibson 
Bowles (Lynn Regis); Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. 
Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) .. . 


Cooper’s Hitt CoLtece.—Question, Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord George Hamilton,Middlesex, 
Ealing) 


GERMANY AND THE CONGO FREE STATE.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles ; Answer, 
The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Viscount Cranborne, 
Rochester) 


THe Wreck OF THE * GOONLAZE.”’—Question, Mr. Soares (Devonshire, Barn: 
staple) ; Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, 
Leeds, Central) He te ar re ie he es a 


RoyAL CoMMIssION ON LocaL 'TAXATION.—Question, Mr. Channing ; Answer, 
The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 


INSPECTION OF BorLeRs.—Question, Mr. Fenwick (Northumberland, Wansbeck) ; 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie 


Scorcu Private Bitt LeGisLtaTion.—Question, Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.); Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Bute- 
shire) _ He ‘s Be bes Ye 


STATE OPENING OF PARLIAMENT—INADEQUACY OF ACCOMMODATION FOR MEm- 
BERS.—Questions, Mr. John Ellis, Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire), Mid. Colonel 
Nolan (Galway, N.), Sir W. Hart Dyke (Kent, Dartford), Mr. Gibson Bowles, 
Mr. I. M. Healy (Louth, N.), and Mr. Bayley (Derbyshire, Chesterfield) ; 
Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour ws me re a oe a = 


ALIEN IMMIGRATION.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent (Sheftield, Central) ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour és - 
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THe Coronation OaTH.—Questions, Mr. Wingfield-Digby (Dorsetshire, N.), 
Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.), and Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; 
Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour , 


ADJOURNMENT.—Resolved, That this House, at its rising this day, do 
adjourn till Monday next.—(Sir William Walrond.) 


New MemBer Sworn.—Edward Charles Thompson, esquire, for County of 
Monaghan (North Monaghan Division) 


sALLOT FOR BILLs AND MovioNs FOR THE First Four THurspays :— 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That no Bills, other than Government Bills, be introduced in 
anticipation of the ballot, and that all Members who desire to ballot, 
whether for Bills, or motions for the first four Tuesdays of the session, do 
hand in their names at the Table during the sitting of the House on the 
first or second day of the session, and that a copy of such notice be 
handed in at the latest during the sitting of the House on the third day 
of the session. That the ballot for the precedence of the said Bills and 
motions be taken on the third day on which the House sits, at a con- 
venient time and place to be appointed by Mr. Speaker, and that the 
introduction and first reading of Bills on the fourth sitting day be taken 


before (Juestions and as soon after Three o'clock as Mr. Speaker may 


deem convenient.” —(.Vr. A. J. Balfour.) 


(Juestion put, and agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed 


“That this Order be a Standing Order of the House.”—(Wr. A. J. 
Ba lfour. ) 


Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) 
Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Appress IN ANSWER TO His MaJesty’s Most Gracious SPEECH—Second Day's 
Debate: 
Order read, for resuming Adjourned Debate on Question | 14th February ], 
* That an humble Address be presented to His Majesty, as followeth :— 
“ Most Gracious Sovereiqn, 

“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loval subjects, the Commons 
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament 
assembled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the 
Gracious Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of 


Parliament.’ —(.Ur. Forster.) 


(Question again proposed, 
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Page February LD, Page 
Debate resumed : 

178 Mr. Chaplin (Lincolnshire, aren a r ae $3 .. 181 
Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.) ss - oe > 2 

Sir Cuthbert Quilter (Suffolk, Sudbury) iy oe a se sis OG 

Colonel Kenyon-Slaney (Shropshire, Newport) .. i s« 202 

The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Long, Bristol, 8.) 205 

Mr. Strachey (Somersetshire, S.) as - ee i, oe <2 2a 

Nir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) .. ai oars a wo. oko 

179 Mr. Guthrie (Tower Hamlets, Bow) .. Re my a a co. 229 
Mr. Power (Waterford, BE.) .. e ss #3 es - .. 237 

Mr. O'Doherty (Donegal, N.) .. Nz ae = i se us eae 

179 Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) .. - oi = a sx ae .. 242 


Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present. House 
counted, and, forty Members being found present— 


Mr. Tully .. a es ea she ce iz , .. 243 
Mr. Lahouchere (Nor thampton) We 247 
The Financial Secretary to the War offic (Lord Sta nle ry Lancashire, 
Westhoughton) ne ~» Oe 
Mr. Burdett-Coutts (Westminster) ; = ~ .. 264 
Mr. Joseph Walton (Yorkshire,, W. R. Bar nale y) . ae 272 
The Under Secretary of Ntate for Foreign Affairs (v iscount ¢ ‘agile ne, 
Rochester) .. s oe ee ee ow ee o. oe oe 283 


It being midnight. the debate stood adjourned. 
Debate to be resumed upon Monday next. 


Adjourned at one minute after Twelve of the clock. 


By virtie of an Order made this dav. do appoint John Brace Nichols and Jolin 
Cradock Morgan Nichols to print the Votes and Proceedings of this House. 
~ WintiaM Court GULLY, Speaker .. fo ar y - a .. 286 


180 
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Several other Members took and subscribed the Oath. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESY. 


THAMES AND SEVERN PROVISIONAL ORDER.— Bill to confirm an Order made by the 
Board of Trade, under the Railway and Canal Traffic Act, I888. for the 
transfer of the Thames and Severn Canal to the County Council of Glou- 
cestershire ; and for other purposes, ordered to be brought in by Mr.Gerald 
Balfour and Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


Thames and Severn Provisional Order Bill.—‘ To confirm an Order made 
by the Board of Trade, under the Railway and Canal Traffic Aet, I888, for 
the transfer of the Thames and Severn Canal to the County Couneil of 
Gloucestershire ; and for other purposes,” presented accordingly, and 
read the first time ; to be referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills. and to be printed. [Bill 1.| .. s o ™ a ee - 
VOL. LXXXIX. IFourRTIL SERIES. | / 
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Ixxnii TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


Febraury Is. 


PETITIONS. 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (ADULTS IN EVENING CLASSES).—Petitions for alteration 
of Law, from Bradford ; Brighton and Preston ; Llanelly ; and Calverley ; 
to lie upon the Table .. : 


Pook Law OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1896,—Petitions for alteration 
of Law, from Little Hulton ; Blean ; and Hyde ; to lie upon the Table 


Pure Beer.—-Petitions for legislation, from Kington ; Loughborough ; Kim- 
holton ; and Doncaster; to lie upon the ‘Table 


SINGH, MAGAN.— Petition of Magan Singh. for redress of grievances > to lie 
upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING Liquors ON SuNbDAY.——-Petition from THlamimersmith, 
for prohibition ; to lie upon the Table 


SoutH AFRICAN War.—Petition from Wickham Market. tor cessation of farm- 
burning : to lie upon the Table. 


Petition from Leominster. for termination ; to lie upon the Table 


Vivisection, Petition from Notting Hill, for prohibition ; to lie upon the 
Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


NATIONAL Depr (SAVINGS BANK AND FRIENDLY Societies).— Annual Account 
presented, for the period ended 20th November. 1900 | by Act : to lie Upon 
the Table. and to be printed. | No. 18.] .. Sa ve 


Nariov aL Depr (Minirary Savines BaNks).—Account presented. of — the 
Gross Amount of all Moneys received and paid by the Commissioners 
for the Reduction of the National Debt on account of the Fund for Mili- 
tary Savings Banks, from 19th September. 1845, to the 5th January, 
1901 [by Act]: to lie upon the Table. and to be printed. [| No. 19.] 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS (APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS). 
Appropriation accounts presented, for the year ending 31st March, 1900, 
together with the Reports of the Comptroller and Auditor General thereon, 
and certain Reports upon Store “Accounts [by Act]: to lie upon the 
Table. and to be printed. | No. 20. | 


SARDINIAN Loan.—Account presented, of the Total Sums issued out of the 
Consolidated Fund and advanced to His Majesty the King of Sardinia, 
and ot the sums received to 31st December, 1900, for Interest and Sinking 
Fund thereof [by Act]: to lie upon the Table and to be printed. [No. 


MILK AND CREAMPREGULATIONS. —Copy presented, of Minutes of Evidence taken 
before the Departmental Committee appointed by the Board of Agri- 
culture to inquire and report upon the desirability of Regulations, undér 
Section 4 of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1899, for Milk and Cream, 

- with Appendices and Index [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 
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CAPITAL PUNISHMENT.—Copy presented, of Amended Rules made by the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department, pursuant to the provis sions of 
the Capital Punishment Amendment Act. 1868, for regulating the exeeu 
tion of Capital Sentences [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


PENAL SeRviTUDE Acts (ConpiTIONAL LICENCE).—Copy presented, of Licence 
granted to Mary Fox, a Convict under detention in Aylesbury Prison, 
permitting her to be at large on condition that she enter the East End 
Refuge, Finchley [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION (PROCEEDINGS).—Copy presented, of Return of Pro 
ceedings of the Commission during the month of October, 1900 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table 


UNIVERSITY OF EDINBURGH : 
Copy presented, of Report of the State of the Finances of the University, 
made by the University Court, for the year to 31st August, 1900 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table and to be printed. [No. 22.] ii 
Copy presented, of Annual Statistical Report by the University ge 
of the University of Edinburgh for the year 1899-1900 [by Act] ; ; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 23.] 


PAPERS LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE House : 

1. County Court Act, 1888, and Court of Judicature (Officers) Act, L879. 
—Copy of Order made by the Lord Chancellor, dated 29th January, 
1901, directing that the Registrar of the County Court of Devon- 
shire, held at Plymouth and East Stonehouse, shall not practise as 
a solicitor, and that Section 20 of the Supreme Court of Judicature 
(Officers) Act, 1879, shall not apply to the office of Registrar of the 
said County Court. 

Building Societies.—Copy of Sixth Annual Report by the Chiet Regi- 
strar of Friendly Societies of the Proceedings of the Registrars under 
the Building Societies Acts, etc. [by Act]; to be printed. [No. 24.] 


NAVAL EXPENDITURE AND MERCANTILE MARINE (GREAT BRITAIN, ETC.). 


Return ordered. “ showing aggregate Naval Expenditure on Seagoing 
Force : Aggregate Revenue ; Aggregate Tonnage of Mereantile Marine ; 


Annual Clearances of Shipping in the Foreign Trade > Annual Clearances 
of Shipping in the Coasting Trade; Annual Value of Imports by Sea, 
including Bullion and Specie ; and Annual Value of Exports by Sea, in 
cluding Bullion and Specie, of various Countries, exclusive of China and 
South American Republics, but including British Self-governing Colonies, 
for the year 1900 (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 380, of 
Session 2, 1900).°—(Sir John Colomb.) 


TRADE AND NAVIGATION :- 


Return ordered, “ of Accounts relating to Trade and Navigation of the 
United Kingdom for each month during the vear L9OL.”—(Vr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 

Return, in part, presented accordingly : to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. |No. 25.| 


ALIEN IMMIGRATION : 


Return ordered, * of the number of Aliens that arrived trom the Continent 
at Ports in the United Kingdom in each month of the year 1901." 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 

Return, in part, presented accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, and to be 


printed. |No. 26.} 
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Coat Exports, erc.—-Return ordered, “* giving for the year 1900 the Export 
of Coal from each Port in the United Kingdom to each Country Abroad, 
together with a Summary Statement showing the Export of Coal from 
the principal districts of the United Kingdom to the principal groups of 
Foreign Countries; and also showing the quantity of Coal shipped at 
each Port in the United Kingdom for ships’ use on Foreign Voyages during 
the same period (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 125, of 
Session 1900).°-—(Mr. Do A. Thomas.) 


WUENSTIONN, 


SoutH ArRICAN War——Lorp Roperts ANnp ~ UNCONDITIONAL SURRENDER.” 
(Question. Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen. N.) : Answer, The First Lord of the Trea- 
sury (Mr. A. J. Balfour. Manchester. E.) 


Position OF Sik ALFRED MILNER AND StR W. HELY HuTcHINsON.—(uestions, 
Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rusheliffe) and Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, 
N.); Answers, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamber- 
lain, Birmingham. W.) 


SoutTH AFRICAN CONSTABULARY.—Questions, Major Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford) 
and Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) ; Answers, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


TYPHOID FEVER AMONG THE SOUTH AFRICAN Forces.—Question, Sir Walter 
Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for War 
(Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) .. - ia re - “ 


COLONIAL TRoops IN) SoUTH AFRICA—TERMS OF ENGAGEMENT.—Questions. 
Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnarvonshire, Eifion) and Mr. Patrick O’Brien 
(Kilkenny) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick 


IMPERIAL YEOMANRY.—Question, Mr. Bryn Roberts; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


MiuitiA Re-EMBODIMENT.—Question, Mr. Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield) ; 
Answer. Mr. Brodrick 


Royat Reserve Reciments.—-Question. Mr. Warner; Answer. Mr. Brodrick 


PURCHASES OF Horses FoR SoutH ArRICA.—Questions, Mr. Philipps (Pem- 
brokeshire), Mr. T. M. Healy, Captain Donelan (Cork, E.). Sir E. Ashmead- 
Bartlett: (Sheftield, Ecclesall), and Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.) : Answers, The 
Financial Secretary to the War Office (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, West- 
houghton) ; 


PEACE NEGOTIATIONS—LorRD ROBERTS AND GENERAL BoTHA.—Question, Mr. 
Dillon (Mayo, E.); Answer, Lord Stanley 


Army Contracts IN TRELAND.—Questions, Mr. T. M. Healy, Mr. Flavin. and 
Captain Donelan ; Answers, Lord Stanley 


Army Beer Contracts at Tue CurraGi,—Questions, Mr. Patrick White 
(Meath, N.) and Mr. Patrick O'Brien ; Answers, Lord Stanley 


Married Sovpters’ SePARArion ALLOWANCES.— Question, Mr. Pirie > Answer. 
Lord Stanley 
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SunDAY PUBLICATION OF TELEGRAMS FROM THE SEAT OF WAR.—Question, Mr. 
Power (Waterford, E.) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury 
(Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) 


Army VETERINARY DEPARTMENT.—Question, Captain Norton (Newington, 
W.): Answer. Mr. Brodrick 


EASTER TRAINING FOR VOLUNTEERS.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, 
Central) ; Answer. Mr. Brodrick 


DusLIN Roya, Barracks Contract—ReEbvys CLAIM FOR COMPENSATION.— 
Question, Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


BELLEVILLE BorLers.—Questions, Mr. Charles Wilson (Hull, W.), Sir Fortescue 
Flannery (Yorkshire, Shipley), Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis), and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien ; Answers, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold- 
Forster, Belfast, W.) 


INDIAN FAMINE Revigr.—Question, Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne) ; Answer, 
The Secretary of State for India (Lord George Hamilton, Middlesex, 
Ealing) 


EFFECTIVE STRENGTH OF MILITARY EsTABLISHMENT IN INDIA.—Questions, Sir 
Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of a Captain Norton, and Mr. 
Caine ; Answer, Lord George Hamilton .. ee - - 


Troops EMPLOYED BEYOND THE FRONTIER.—Question, Mr. Caine; Answer, 
Lord George Hamilton 


IMPERIAL GRANT-IN-AID OF INDIA—OFFICIAL CHARGES.—Question, Mr. Caine ; 
Answer, Lord George Hamilton 


PaTaGonta.—Question, Mr. D. A. Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil) ; Answer, The Under 


Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Viscount Cri anborne, Roche ster) 


BriTisH CONSULAR REPRESENTATION IN Russia.—Questions, Mr. Norman 
yr * . 
(Wolverhampton, 8.) and Mr. Brvee (Aberdeen, 8.) ; Answers, Viscount 
Cranborne 


LEAD POISONING IN THE Porrer ies. —Questions, Sir Charles Dilke and Mr. 
Coghill (Stoke-on-Trent) ; Answers, The Secretary of State for the Home 
Department (Mr. Ritchie. Croydon) 


CARMARTHEN PrIsON.—Question, Mr. Lloyd Morgan (Carmarthenshire, W.) 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie 


StaTe [NEBRIATE REFORMATORIES.—Question, Mr. Henry Hobhouse (Somerset- 
shire, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie 


RaiWAY (PREVENTION OF ACCIDENTS) BitL., 1900—RuLeEs.—Question. Mr. 
Bell (Derby) ; Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald 
Balfour, Leeds. Central) 

AUTOMATIC COUPLINGS ON RAILWAYs.— (Question, Mr. Bell ; Answer. Mr. Gerald 
Balfour 


CHELSEA ELectric SupPLY ComPANy.—Question, Mr. Strachey (Somersetshire, 
S.); Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 
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SINKING OF A Drepoer iy Cork Harrovr.- Question, Captain Donelan ; 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour |. 
PREFERENTIAL Raitway Rares ror Foreign Fruir.—Question, Mr. Field 
(Dublin, St. Patrick's) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 
TRANSPORT OF LIVE STOCK FROM IRELAND ‘TO Great Britain. Question, Mr. 


Field; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


ARSENICAL BEER PolsoNING.--Questions, Mr. Chaplin (Lincolnshire Sleatord) 
and Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.); Answer, The President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board (Mr. Long, Bristol, 8.) 


QUEEN Vicroria’s FUNERAL—FACILITIES FOR THE FOREIGN PRess.—Question, 


Mr. William Allan (Gateshead): Answer, Lord Stanley 


CROPTERS IN THE ISLAND OF Barra. —Question, Mr. John Dewar ; Answer, The 
Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) ; 


SCOTTISH PrivATE BILL PRrocepuRE.—Question, Mr. Renshaw (Rentrewshire, 
W.); Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray 


MoLVILLE Perry Sessions Benci.—Question, Mr. O'Doherty (Donegal N.) ; 


Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover).. 


Rating oF RAILWAYS AND LANDS IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Carew (Meath, 
S.): Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


SUPPRESSED LEAGUE Meeting at Foxrorp.— Question, Mr. Dillon; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ie bs 


CAsE OF Lewis Lowrison.—(Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, N.) : Answer. 
Mr. Wyndham 


NEWMARKET (CoRK) Perry Sessions Court.—Question, Mr. Flynn; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham - 


Cork PoLice AT THE City ELecTION.—(uestions, Mr. Flynn and Mr. O'Doherty ; 
Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


THe Recent “* Day oF GENERAL MOURNING ~—POLICE AND SHOPKEEPERS IN 
County WickLow.—Questions, Mr. James O’Connor (Wicklow, W.) and 
Mr. Patrick O’Brien; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


THe Port or Depiix.—Question, Mr. Field; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Lonerord Union NiGut Nurse.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham - 


LABOURERS’ COTTAGES IN THE BoyLeE Union.—Question, Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 
S.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


GRANTS-IN-AID IN IRELAND.—(Question, Mr. Field: Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


COMMISSION ON IRISH LocaL 'TAXATION.—Question, Mr. Field: Answer. Mr. 
Wyndham cy 
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St. MeL CaTHEDRAL.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain 


SUNDAY PostaL DELIVERY AT Coovarty.—Question. Mr. J. P. Farrell ; Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


MOHILL AND FARNAUGHT PosTAL ARRANGEMENTS. -- Question, Mr. Tully ; Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


THe Royat DecLARATION AGAINST ROMAN CATHOLICISM.—Question, Mr. 
William Redmond (Clare, E.), Mr. Patriek O’Brien, and Mr. Flavin : 
Answers. Mr. A. J. Balfour - - 


CHINA AND THE ALLIED POWERS—-SUPPLEMENTARY (QUESTIONS.—-(Questions. 
Mr. Dillon, Mr. Coghill (Stoke-upon-Trent), Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett 
(Sheftield, Ecclesall), Mr. Patrick O’Brien, and Sir William Harcourt 
(Monmouthshire, W.) ; Answers, Viscount Cranborne and Mr. Speaker.. 


QUESTIONS TO MINISTERS —(SUPPLEMENTARY ()UESTIONS). 

Motion for Adjournment : 

Mr. Dillon, Member for East Mayo, rose in his place and asked leave 
to move the adjournment of the House for the purpose of discussing a 
definite matter of urgent public importance—namely, “the refusal of the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs to answer a question put 
byan honourable Member of this House, and his statement that he based 
that refusal on the general prohibition of the Leader of the House © ; but 
the pleasure of the House not having been signified, Mr. Speaker called 
on those Members who supported the motion to rise in their places, and 
not less than forty Members having accordingly risen : 

Mr. Dillon Be 

Mr. Blake (Longford. .) 


Motion made, and Question proposed,—“* That this House do now. ad- 


journ. —(Mr. Dillon.) 


Discussion :— 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, bE.) 
Sir H. Camphell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) oes ee re 
Nir bh. Ashmead-Bartlett (Sheffield, Ecclesall) 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) 
Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) : 
Mr. Stuart Wortley (Sheffield, Hallam) 
Mr. Gihson Boirles (L ynn Regis) : 
Sir Edward Grey (Northumberland. Revwick) ea me ‘ es 
The Secretary of State o War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N wy ee cs ey me a 
Mr. David Maclver ianepesd, K irkdale) 
Mr. Bartley Islington, N.) , m me 
Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnarvonshire, Eifion) 
Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) ae, oe 


Question put. 


The House divided :— Ayes, 204 ; Noes, 249. (Division List No. 2.) 


Page 


319 


319 


org 


320 


te 
te 


ie te 
St 











OF CONTENTS. 



































TABLE 


Ixxxvill 
February 18.| 


New Writs.—Ordered, That in all cases where the seat of any Member has been 
declared void on the ground of Corrupt Practices or Illegal Practices no 
Motion for the issue of a new Writ shall be made without two clear days’ 
previous notice on the Notice Paper of the House, and that such Notice 
be considered before the Orders of the Day and Notices of Motions.—-(Sir 
William Walrond.) 


AppREsS IN ANSWER TO His Masesty’s Most Gracious SpegcH.—Third Day's 
Debate :— 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned Debate on Question [14th February }, 
‘ That an humble Address be presented to His Majesty, as followeth :— 
“ Most Gracious Sovereign, 

‘We, Your Majesty's most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons 
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament 
assembled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for 
the Gracious Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses 
of Parliament.” —(.Vr. Forster.) 


Question again proposed. 


Debate resumed : 
The Under Ne eretary of State for Foreign A ffairs (Viscount C'rat- 
horne, trochester) eg Si 3 ‘3 5 4 
Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire. W.) 
Mr. Wylie (Dumbartonshire) — .. a 
Mr. C. E. H. Hobhouse (Bristol, B.) .. Me ae 
Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present. 
House counted, and forty Members being found present— 
Mr. C. E. H. Hobhouse 48 Pe 
Mr. Louis Sinclair (Essex, Romford) 
Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, N.) 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) 
Mr. Winston Churchill (Oldham) 
Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) o As i - a 
The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birming- 
ham, W.) 


Debate adjourned till to-morrow. 


House adjourned at Twelve of the clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 197TH FEBRUARY, 1901. 


Several Lords took the Oath. 


THE DEATH OF QUEEN VICTORIA. 
The King's Answer to the Address of the 25th of January last was reported, 
Address and Answer to be printed and published 
The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that he had received a message of 
sympathy on the death of the late Queen from the Hungarian House of 
Magnates. The same was ordered to be entered in the Journals of the 
House 
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NEW BILL. 
Light Load Line Bill [n.1.}—A Bill to supplement the law relating to 
load lines on merchant ships—was presented by the Lord Muskerry ; 
read 1; to be printed ; and to be read 2“ on Tuesday next. (No. 2.) 


Licensing Sessions Bill [1.1.|--A Bill to alter the qualifications of 
licensing authorities and the time of holding licensing sessions—was 
presented by the Lord Bishop of Winchester ; read 1“; and to be printed. 
(No. 3.) 


Intoxicating Liquor (Sale to Travellers) Bill [1.1.|—A Bill to amend 
the law with respect to the sale of intoxicating liquors to travellers 
—was presented by the Lord Bishop of Winchester ; read 1¢; and to be 
printed. (No. 4.) 


Habitual Drunkards Bill [H.1.|—A_ Bill to amend the law with respect) 
to drunkenness—was presented by the Lord Bishop of Winchester ; read 1°; 
and to be printed. (No. 5.).. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TrapE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES)—No. 2554. Greece (Ionian Islands) ; 
No. 2555. Portugal (Province of Angola) .. 


Cuina, No. 1 (1901).—Correspondence respecting ths disturbances in China 
[in continuation of China, No. 3 (1900)]  .. ~ A 


WAGES AND EFFECTS OF DECEASED SEAMEN.—Account of the sums received 
and paid in respect of the wages and effects of deceased seamen in the 
year ended 31st March, 1900 


Inpta (TRapr).—Tables relating to the Trade of British India with British 
Possessions and Foreign Countries, 1895-96 to 1899-1900 


InisH LAND COMMISSION (PROCEEDINGS).—Return for the month of October, 
1900 


Post OFFICE (PARCEL Post BETWEEN THE UNITED KINGDOM AND NORWAY).— 
Agreement between the British and Norwegian Post Offices concerning 
the exchange of parcels by parcel post 


MILK AND CREAM REGULATIONS.—Minutes of Evidence taken before the depart- 
mental committee appointed by the Board of Agriculture to inquire and 
report upon the desirability of regulations under Section 4 of the Sale of 
Food and Drugs Act, 1899, for milk and cream ; with appendices and 
index 


STATISTICS. —Statistical Abstract for the principal and other foreign countries 
in each vear from 1889 to 1898-99 (as far as the particulars can be stated). 
Twenty-seventh number 


30ARD OF  EpbucATION.—List of school boards and school attendance com- 
mittees in England and Wales .. 7 ; 


Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the ‘Table. 
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UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) AcT, 1889 :-— 

1. Annual statistical reports by the University Courts of (1) the Univer 
sity ot Edinburgh and (2) the University of Glasgow ; to the Secretar) 
for Seotland, under the provisions of Section 30 of the Universities 
(Scotland) Act, for the year 1899-1900. 

2. Abstract of Accounts of the University ot Edinburgh for the year ended 
31st August, 1900, being the annual report of the state of the finances 
of the University under Section 30 of the Universities (Scotland) Act. 
L889 


DucHY OF CORNWALL.—Account of receipts and disbursements for the year 
ended 31st December, 1900 .. 


DucHy OF LANCASTER.— Account of the receipts and disbursements in the 
year ended 31st December, 1900; also a separate account of the capital 
to the same date .. 


CHELSEA HospitaL.—Account tor the year -ended 31st March, 1900, with 
report of the Comptroller and Auditor General thereon 


(;REEK Loan.—Annual Account for 1900 
SARDINIAN LOAN.—Annual Account for 1900 
IMPERIAL OTTOMAN GUARANTEED LOAN, 1855.—Account tor the vear 1900. 


PENAL SERVITUDE Acts, 1855-1891 (CONDITIONAL LICENCES) : 

1. Licence granted by Her late Majesty to Minnie Wells, a conviet under 
detention in Aylesbury Prison, permitting the said Minnie Wells to 
be at large on condition that she enter the St. John the Buaptist’s 
Home, Pimlico. 

2. Licence granted by Her late Majesty to Annie Coombs, a convict under 
detention in Aylesbury Prison, permitting the said Annie Coombs 
to be at large on condition that she enter the London Female Pre 
ventive and Reformatory Institution. 

o. Licence granted by His Majesty to Mary Fox, a convict under detention 
in Aylesbury Prison, permitting the said Mary Fox to be at large on 
condition that she enter the Kast End Refuge, Finchley 


GENERAL LiGnrHouse FuND-~—Account of the General Lighthouse Fund, 
showing the Income and Expenditure for the year ended 31st March, 
1900 


RAMSGATE HAkBOUR.—Statement of receipts and payments made by the Board 
of ‘Trade tor the year ended 31st March, 1900 ; together with an account 
ot the receipt and issue ot stores 


CAPITAL PUNISHMENT.~—-Atmended rules made by the Secretary of State tor 
the Home Department, pursuant to the provisions of the Capital Punish 
ment Amendment Act, IS68. for regulating the execution of capital 
sentences 


BUILDING SocteTiks.— Sixth Annual Report by the Chief Registrar of the 
Friendly Societies of the proceedings of the Registrars under the Building 
Societies, Act ; with an abstract of the annual account and statements 
ot societies for the year 1900... Sa wi - es ais 
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DISEASES OF ANIMALS AcTs, 1894 AND 1896.-—Order, dated 8th January, 
1901, prohibiting the conveyance of animals. etc.. to or from any port in 
Great Britain by the Steamships “ King’s Lynn,” ~ Burton,” and “ Peter- 
borough ~ 


NATIONAL DEBT :-- 
I. (Savings Banks and Friendly Societies). (1) Account of the gross 
amount of all sums received and paid by the Commissioners for the 
7 Reduction of the National Debt on account of banks for savings 
i and friendly societies in Great Britain and Ireland, from their 
commencement at 6th August, 1817, to 20th November, 1900, 
; inclusive. (2) Account of the several transactions which have taken 
sd place. during the year ended 20th November, 1900, in the investment 
of all moneys which came into the hands of the Commissioners tor 
the Reduction of the National Debt for savings banks and triendly 
me societies. (3) Account showing the aggregate amount of the lia bihi- 
‘> ties of the Government to the trustees of savings banks and friendly 
societies respectively on 20th November, 1900, ete. 
38 I]. (Military Savings Banks).—Account of gross amount of all moneys 
received and paid by the Commissioners tor the Reduction of the 
3R National Debt on account of “The Fund tor Military Savings 
Banks,” from 19th September, 1845, to 5th January, 1901 .. .. 439 


SUPERANNUATION (TREASURY MuINUTES).—(1) Dated 17th January, 1901, 
declaring that Charles Street, labourer, Royal Laboratory, War Office ; 
(2) dated 5th February, 1901, declaring that John William Gill, messenger, 
Wakefield Post Office Department— were appointed without civil service 
certificates through inadvertence on the part of the heads of their respective 


depart ments 440 


BanK oF ENGLAND.—Annual Accounts of Exchequer Bills and other Govern- 
ment securities purchased for the year ended 5th January, 1901 .. .. £40 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) AcT, 1899.—Additional and 
amending general orders for the regulation of proceedings under and in 


pursuance of the Act 440 


DocKYARD Ports REGULATION Act, 1865.—Order in Council of the 13th 
December, 1900, amending an order in Council of the 26th February, 
1897, relating to the Dockyard Port of Portsmouth .. As xe .. +40 


County Court Act, 1888.—Order of the Lord Chaneellor, dated 29th 
January, 1901, under Section 45 of the Act, ordering that Francis Bram 
ston McCrea, Registrar of the County Court of Devonshire, held at Ply 
mouth and East Stonehouse, shall not practise as a solicitor, and that 
Section 20 of the Supreme Court of Judicature (Officers) Act. 1879, shall 
not apply to the office of the said Mr. Francis Branston McCrea .. .. 440 


oi) Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAMBRIDGE AcT, 1877 = 
I. Statutes made by the Governing Bodies of : (1) Brasenose College. 

39 Oxford, on 20th June, 1900, altering Statutes HI., V.. NIL, and 

i XVI. of the College Statutes ; (2) New College, Oxtord, on the 10th 
October, 1900, altering Statute IIL. of the College Statutes. 

I]. Statute made by the Governing Body ot the University of Cambridge 
on 13th October, 1900, altering Statute B of the University Statutes. 

it) Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and to be printed. (No. 6.) 2. 440 
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UNIVER sITTES (SCOTLAND) Act, 1899 -—~— 


1. University Court Ordinance No. IIL (St. Andrews, No. 1). Founda- 
tion of Bute Chair of Anatomy in the University of St. Andrews. 

2. University Court Ordinance No. IV. (St. Andrews, No. 2). Founda- 
tion of the Chandos Chair of Physiology in the University of St. 
Andrews 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and to be printed. (No. 7.) . 


ALIEN IMMIGRATION.—Return of the number of aliens that arrived from the 


continent at ports in the United Kingdom in each month of the year 1901 : 

Ordered to be laid before the House.—(The Earl of Dudley.) 

Return (in part) respecting. Laid before the House (pursuant to order 
of the day), and to be printed. (No. 8.) 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) AcT, 1899.—Ordered that all 


petitions deposited at the Office of the Secretary for Scotland. pursuant 
to General Order 77, in favour of or against any proposed Provisional 
Order, the provisions of which are subsequently proceeded with as a 
Bill in this House under Section 2 (4) of the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, shall, on transmission from the Office of the Secre- 
tary for Scotland, be received as if duly deposited in favour of or against 
such Bill—(The Chairman of Committees.) 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes before 
Five of the clock. 


COMMONS: TUESDAY, 19TH FEBRUARY, 1901. 


Private Brtts.—The Chairman o! Ways and Means reported, That, in accord- 


ance with Standing Order 79, he had conferred with the Chairman 
of Committees of the House of Lords, for the purpose of determining in 
which House of Parliament the respective Private Bills should be first con- 
sidered, and they had determined that the Bills contained in the following 
List should originate in the House of Lords, viz.:—1. Aire and Calder 
Navigation; 2. Albion Steam Coal Company ; 3. Alfreton Gas; 4. 
Arlesey Gas; 5. Aspatria, Silloth, and District Water; 6. Barrow- 
in-Furness Corporation; 7. Bath Gas Light and Coke ; 8. Belfast 
Harbour; 9. Bethlem Hospital; 10. Bideford and Clovelly Railway 
(Abandonment) ; Bideford and Clovelly Railway (Extension ot 
Time, etc.); 12. Birmingham (City) Tramways; 13. Bolton 
Corporation ; 14. Bournmeouth Corporation ; 15. Bridewell Hospital ; 
16. Bristol, Clifton, and West of England Zoological Society ; 17. 
Bristol Corporation Cemetery ; 18. Bristol Corporation (Docks and 
Railways, ete.) ; 19. Broadstairs and St. Peter’s Water and Improve- 
ment ; 20. Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Railway ; 21. Cardiff Rail 
way ; 22. Central London Railway ; 25. Charing Cross, Euston, and 
Hampstead Railway (No. 1); 24. Charing Cross, Euston, and Hamp 
stead Railway (No. 2); 25. Charing Cross, Hammersmith, and District 
Electric Railway; 26. Chester Corporation Tramways; 27. Chester- 
field Improvement ; 28. Chester Gas; 29. Christ’s Hospital (London) ; 
30. City and Brixton Railway ; 31. City and North East Suburban Elec- 
tric Railway ; 32. City and South London Railway; 33. Cork, Black- 
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rock, and Passage Railway; 34. Cowes Ferry ; 35. Doncaster Tithe 
Trust ; 36. Dover Corporation; 37. Dover Harbour ; 38. Dover Gas ; 
39. Easton and Church Hope Railway ; 40. Elland Gas: 41. Faversham 
Water ; 42. Finchley and Hendon Tramways; 43. Folkestone Corpora- 
tion; 44. Freshwater, Yarmouth, and Newport Railway ; 45. Great 
Southern and Western Railway ; 46. Handsworth Urban District Coun- 
cil; 47. Harpenden District Gas; 48. Harrogate Corporation; 49 
Harrogate Water ; 50. Henry Diaper and Company (Delivery Warrants) ; 
51. Heywood and Middleton Water Board ; 52. Islington and Euston 
Railway ; 53. King’s Norton and Northfield Urban District Tramways ; 
34. King’s Road Railway ; 55. Leeds Churches ; 56. Leeds Corpora- 
tion (General Powers) ; 57. Leeds Corporation Water ; 58. Llanelly and 
Mynydd Mawr Railway ; 59. Llanelly Harbour ; 60. London. Brighton 
and South Coast Railway ; 61. London (City) School for Orphans of 
Freemen ; 62. Lowestoft Corporation; 63. Lynton and Barnstaple 
Railway ; 64. Manchester and Liverpool Electrie Express ‘Railway ; 
65. Manchester Corporation ; 66. Manchester (Market Street Area) 
linprovements : 67, Mersey Docks and Harbour Board; 68. Mersey 
Docks and Harbour Board (Canada Dock Works, ete.) ; 69. Milford Docks ; 
70. Neweastle-upon-Tyne and Gateshead Gas; 71. Newport (Isle of 
Wight) Gas; 72. New Swindon Gas ; 73. Nitrate Railways Company ; 
74. North East London Railway ; 75. Nottingham Corporation ; 76. 
Oakham Water; 77. Omagh Gas; 78. Otley Gas; 79. Piccadilly and 
City Railway ; 80. Portmadoe, Beddgelert, and South Snowdon Railway : 
81. Poulton-le-Fylde Gas; 82. Prestatvn Water; 8&3. Rhymney 
and Aber Valleys Gas and Water; 84. Ripon Corporation ; 85. Royal 
Exchange Assurance ; 86. Rugby Water and Improvement ; 87. St. 
Bartholomew's Hospital: 88. Salford Corporation; 89. Sheftield 
Corporation ; 90. Sheffield District Railway; 91. Shields Bridge ; 
92. Shrewsbury Gas ; 93. Smethwick Corporation ; 94. South Eastern, 
London, Chatham, and Dover Railways; 95. South Essex Water; 96, 
South Laneashire Tramways; 97. Southport Water (Transfer) ; 98, 
South Western and Isle of Wight Junction Railway ; 99, Stockport 
Corporation Water; 100. Stratton and Bude Gas; 101. Stratton and 
Bude Improvement ; 102. Sutton-in-Ashfield Urban District (Water) : 
103. Tyneside Tramways and Tramroads; 104. Warkworth Harbour: 
105. Watford and District Tramways ; 106. West and South London 
Junction Railway ; 107. Weston-super-Mare Gas: ‘108. Wigan Corpora- 
tion Tramways, ete.; 109. Wisbech Water » 110. Worcester Tramways 


Several other Members took and subscribed the oath. 
THE DEATH OF QUEEN VICTORIA, 


Mr. Speaker informed the House that he had received Communications ex- 
pressing the condolence of the Portuguese Chamber of Deputies with 
the British Nation in the loss it had sustained by the death of Her late 
Majesty 


ControverteD ExLections.—Mr. Speaker further informed the House that 
he had received from the Judges appointed to try the several Election 
Petitions the following Certificate and Report relating to the Election for 
the Borough of Maidstone 
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PETITIONS. 


Craurcu DIscieLine.—Petition from Low Moor, for alteration of Law; to lie 
upon the Table 


ELEMENTARY Epucation (HIGHER GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUATION SCHOOLS). 
—Petitions for alteration of Law, from Killamarsh ; Worcester ; Clayton ; 
Liverpool ; Heckmondwike ; Longton ; Loughborough ; and Ecelesfield ; 
to lie upon the Table 


LICENSING (SALE OF INTOXICATING Liquors).—Petition from Epsom, for altera- 
tion of Law ; to lie upon the Table 


Poor Law Mepical OFrricers (SCOTLAND).—Petition from the Highlands and 
Islands of Scotland, for alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table 


PooR LAW OFFICERS SUPERANNUATION AcT, 1896.—Petitions for alteration 
of Law, trom Blaenavon ; Newport Pagnell ; Radstock ; Newhaven ; and 
Great Crosby ; to lie upon the Table 


PurE Beer.—Petition from Berwick-on-Tweed, for legislation ; to lie upon the 
Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY.—Petitions in favour, from Newport 
Pagnell ; and Fenny Stratford ; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN.—Petition from Surbiton. in 
favour; to lie upon the Table 


Soutn Arrican War.—Petition from Southport, for termination ; to lie 
upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) ACT, L889 (ORDINANCE).-Paper | presented 15th 
February | to be printed. | No. 27.]; and Paper | presented 15th February | 
to be printed | No. 28. ] 


STATISTICAL ABSTRACT (FOREIGN COUNTRIES).—-Copy presented. of Statistical 
Abstract for the principal and other Foreign Countries in each year from 
IS89 to L898—9 (Twenty-seventh Number) [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table 


University or Epinpurcu.—Copy presented, of Report on the State of the 
Finances of the University, made by the University Court, for the year 
to 3ist August, 1900 [by Act]: to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[| No. 29. ] sd e 


Decny of Lancaster. —Accounts presented, for the vear ended 21st December, 
1900 [by Act]: to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | No. 30.) .. 


Epucation (SCHOOL Boarps, etc.) (ENGLAND AND WALES).—-Copy presented, of 
List of School Boards and School Attendance Committees in England 
and Wales, Ist January, 1901 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 
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PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) Act, 1899.—Copy presented, 
of Additional and Amending General Orders for the Regulation of Pro- 
ceedings under and in pursuance of the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899 [by Act]: to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 31.] i a ee fe si . a4 os : 


East Inpia (TRADE).—Copy presented, of Tables relating to the Trade of 
British India with British Possessions and Foreign Countries for the five 
vears 1895-6 to 1899-1900 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


NEW BILLS. 


POLICE SUPERANNUATION (SCOTLAND).—Bill to assimilate the Law relating to 
Police Pensions and Allowances in Scotland to the Law in England. and 
for other purposes relating thereto, ordered to be brought in by Mr. John 
Wilson (Falkirk), Sir Lewis M‘Iver, Mr. Wylie, Mr. Hozier, Sir John Stirling- 
Maxwell, Sir Walter Thorburn, Mr. Dalziel, and Mr. Law. 


Police Superannuation (Scotland) Bill.“ T’o assimilate the Law relating to 
Police Pensions and Allowances in Scotland to the Law in England, and for 
other purposes relating thereto,” presented, and read the first time ; to 
be read a second time upon Wednesday. 6th March, and to be printed. 


| Bill 2.] 


CONGESTED Districts (IRELAND).—Bill dealing with Congested Districts in 
Ireland, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Flynn, Dr. Ambrose, Mr. Dillon, 
Mr. Boland, Mr. William O’Brien, Mr. Conor O'Kelly, Mr. Boyle. Mr. Roche, 
Mr. John O'Donnell, Mr. Thomas O°Donnell. and Mr. O'Doherty. 


Congested Districts (Ireland) Bill. -‘ Dealing with Congested Districts 
in Ireland,” presented, and read the first time; to be read a second time 
Upon Wednesday, 13th March, and to be printed. [Bill 3. 


SALE OF ENTOXICATING LIQuors TO CHILDREN.—Bill to prevent the sale of 
[ntoxicating Liquors to Children, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Crombie, 
Sir William Houldsworth, Mr. Tritton, Sir Joseph Leese. Mr. Asquith, Sir 
Henry Fowler, Sir Edward Grey, Mr. T. M. Healy, Mr. Alfred Thomas, Mr. 
William Johnston, Mr. Peel, and Mr. Charles Douelas. 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children Bill.—< To prevent the 
Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 20th March, and to be 


printed. [Bill 4.] 


Beer. —Bill to amend the Law relating to the manutacture and sale of Beer, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Purvis, Sir Cuthbert Quilter, Colonel 
Kenyon-Slaney, Sir James Fergusson, Mr. Frederick Wilson, Mr. Round. 
Mr. Broadhurst, Mr. Griffith-Boscawen, Colonel Brookfield. Mr. Price. 
Mr. Younger, Mr. Jeffreys, and Mr. Joseph Walton. 


Beer Bill..-“‘‘To amend the Law relating to the manufacture and sale of 
Beer,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 27th March, and to be printed. [Bill 5.] .. 
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Mines (Ercat Hovurs).—Bill to restrict the hours in Mines to Eight Hours per 


day from bank to bank, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Yoxall, Mr. Pickard, 
Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. Jacoby, Mr. William Abraham (Rhondda), Mr. 
Thomas Bayley. Mr. Markham, Mr. Keir Hardie, Sir Albert Rollit, Mr. 
Caldwell, and Mr. Joseph Walton. 


Mines (Eight Hours) Bill.—‘To restrict the hours in Mines to Eight 
Hours per day from bank to bank,” presented, and read the first time ; to 
be read a second time upon Wednesday, 27th February, and to be printed. 


[Bill 6,] 


(oaL MINES (EMPLOYMENT).—Bill to amend the provisions of the Coal Mines 
Regulation Act, 1887, which relate to employment, ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Thomas Roe, Sir Walter Foster, Mr. Pickard, Mr. William 
Abraham (Rhondda), Mr. Holland, Mr. Broadhurst, Mr. Brynmor Jones, 
Mr. Markham, Mr. Jacoby, Mr. Bell, Mr. Cremer, and Mr. Joseph Walton. 


Coal Mines (Employment) Bill.—‘ To amend the provisions of the Coal 
Mines Regulation Act, 1887, which relate to employment,” presented. 
and read the first time; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 17th 


April, and to be printed. [Bill 9.] .. 


EDUCATION (YOUNG CHILDREN) (SCHOOL ATTENDANCE) (SCOTLAND).—Bill to 
regulate the Attendance of Young Children at School in Scotland, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Pirie, Mr. Asquith, Mr. Baird, Mr. Dillon, Sir 
William Houldsworth, Sir Lewis M‘Iver. Sir Robert Reid. Mr. Robson. 
Captain Sinclair, Mr. Parker Smith, and Mr. Tennant. 


Education (Young Children) (School Attendance) (Scotland) Bill. 
“To regulate the Attendance of Young Children at School in Scotland.” 
presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Wednes- 
day. Ist May, and to he printed. | Bill 8. | " 


MARRIAGE With A DeckaseD WIFE'S: SisTer.—Bill to amend the Law as to 
Marriages with a Deceased Wife’s Sister, ordered to be brought in by Sir 
William Gurdon, Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice, Mr. Hambro, Captain Jessel, 
Sir Joseph Leese, Mr. David Maclver, Mr. Mellor, Mr. Melville. Colonel 
Sadler, Mr. Charles Shaw. Sir Barrington Simeon. and Mr. Price. 


Marriage with a Deceased Wife’s Sister Bill. “‘To amend the Law 
as to Marriage with a Deceased Wife's Sister,” presented, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 24th April, and to be 


printed. | Bill 7. ] 


LeGaL PRocepURE (IRELAND).—Bill to amend the Law relating to Trial by Jury 
and other legal procedure in Treland, ordered to be brought ino by Mr. T.M. 
Healy, Mr. Harrington, and Mr. Clancy. 


Legal Procedure (Ireland) Bill.—“‘To amend the Law relating to Trial 
by Jury and other legal procedure in Ireland,” presented, and read the 
first time ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 15th May. and to be 
printed. [Bill 10.| 


Lanp Tenure.—Bill to amend the Law relating to the ‘Tenure of Land. ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Lambert. Mr. Seale-Hayvne. Mr. Soares. Mr. Charles 
Allen. Mr. Edwards. Mr. Fletcher Moulton. 
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Land Tenure Bill.—* ‘I's amend the Law relating to the Tenure of Land,” 


presented, and read the first time; to be read a second time upon Wednes- 
day, 8th May, and to be printed. | Bill 11.] 


(COMPENSATION FOR DAMAGE TO Crops, ktc.—Bill to give Compensation for 
Damage by Fires caused by sparks from railway engines, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Hudson, Mr. Jeffreys, Mr. Munro Ferguson, Mr. Chan- 
ning, Colonel Kenyon-Nlaney, Mr. James Lowther, Mr. Price, Major Rasch, 
und Mr. Strachey. 


Compensation for Damage to Crops, etc., Bill —* To give Compensa- 
‘ion for Damage by Fires caused by sparks from railway engines.” presented, 
and read the first time; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 6th 
March, and to be printed. — [Bill 12.] 


LABOURERS (IRELAND) Acts AMENDMENT.—Bill to amend the Labourers (Ireland) 
Acts, 1883 to 1896, ordered to be brought in by Mr. J. P. Farrell, Mr. Barry, 
Mr. Murnaghan, Mr. Kendal O'Brien, Mr. Lundon, Mr. Joyce, Mr. Crean, 
and Mr. O'Shee. 


Labourers (Ireland) Acts Amendment Bill.—‘ ‘lo amend the Labourers 
(Ireland) Acts, 1883 to 1896.” presented, and read the first time ; to be read 
a second time upon Wednesday, 22nd May, and to be printed. [Bill 15.] .. 


Poor LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION (SCOTLAND).—-Bill to enable parish 
councils in Scotland to grant Superannuation Allowances to Poor Law 
Officers and servants and to officers and servants of committees of manage- 
ment of poor-houses formed under a combination for poor-house purposes, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Maxwell, Sir Lewis M'Iver, Dr. Parquhar- 
son, Mr. Nicol, Mr. Ure, Mr. Cross, and Mr. Renshaw. 


Poor Law Officers’ Superannuation (Scotland) Bill.—‘ To enable 
parish councils in Scotland to grant Superannuation Allowances to Poor 
Law Officers and servants. and to officers and servants of committees of 


management of poor-houses formed under a combination for poor-house 


purposes,” presented, and read the first time; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 13th March, and to be printed. [Bill 14.] .. 


LICENCES (IRELAND).—Bill to stop the issue of new Licences unless in excep- 
tional circumstances in Ireland, ordered to be brought in by Mr. T. W. 
Russell, Mr. T. M. Healy. Colonel Saunderson, Mr. Clancy. Sir James 
Haslett. Mr. Samuel Young. Mr. ‘T. L. Corbett. and Mr. Jordan. 


Licences (Ireland) Bill..“‘T'o stop the issue of new Licences unless in 
exceptional circumstances in Ireland.” presented, and read the first time : 
to be read a second time upon ‘Tuesday, oth Mareh. and to be printed. 


[Bill 15. | 


Ovr-pooR RELIEF (FRIENDLY Socreries).—Bill to amend the Out-door Reliet 
Friendly Societies Act, 1894, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Wingtield- 
Digby. Mr. Strachey, Sir Albert Rollit, Sir Mark Stewart. Mr. Goulding. 
Sir Samuel Hoare. Colonel Brookfield. Mr. Yoxall. Mr. Thomas Bayley. 
Mr. Holland, Mr. Rigg. and Mr. Platt-Higgins. 


Out-door Relief (Friendly Societies) Bill—°‘To amend the Out door 
Relief Friendly Societies Act, 1894. amano ‘ond read the first time ; to 
he read a second time upon Wednesday, 15th May, and to he printed. 
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TRAWLERS’ CERTIFICATES SUSPENSION.—- Bill to enable Courts to suspend the 
Certificates of Trawlers convicted of Hlegal Trawling, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Bignold, Mr. Harmsworth, Mr. Weir. Mr. J. Catheart Wason, 
Mr. Jordan, and Mr. Leveson-Gower. 


Trawlers’ Certificates Suspension Bill. —* i0 enable Courts to sus- 
pend the Certificates of Trawlers convicted of Hlegal Trawling.” presented. 
and read the first time: to be read a second time upon Wednesday. 

6th Mareh. and to be printed. | Bill We és 


STEAM ENGINES AND BoILeRS (PERSONS IN CHARGE).— Bill to grant certificates 
to persons in charge of Steam Engines and Boilers. ordered to be brought 
in hy Mr. Jacoby. Mr. Bell. Mr. Haldane. Mr. Helder. Colonel Denny. 
Mr. Fenwick. Mr. John Wilson (Durham). Mr. Paulton. Mr. Joseph 
Walton. and Mr. Holland. 


Steam Engines and Boilers (Persons in Charge) Bill. —° To grant 
certificates to persons in charge of Steam Engines and Boilers.” presented. 
and read the first time: to be read a second time upon Wednesday, Ist 
May. and to be printed. [Bill 18.] 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (IRELAND).- Bill to provide for improving 
and extending the procedure tor obtaining Parliamentary powers by 
way of Provisional Orders in matters relating to Treland, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Hemphill. Mr. Field. Mr. T. W. Russell. Mr. Caldwell, Sir 
Albert Rollit. Mr. Condon. and Colonel Nolan. 


Private Legislation Procedure (Ireland) Bill. “To provide for 
improving and extending the procedure for obtaining Parliamentary 
powers by way of Provisional Orders in matters relating to Treland.” 
presented, and read the first time: to be read a second time upon Wed- 
nesday. Ist May. and to be printed. [Bill 19.] 


OLD AGE Pensions. Bill to provide Pensions for the aged poor, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Channing, Mr. Burt. Mr. John Burns. Mr. John Wilson 
(Durham). Sir Walter Foster. and Mr. Broadhurst. 


Old Age Pensions Bill. ‘To provide Pensions for the aged poor,” pre- 
sented, and read the first time: to be read a second time upon Wednes- 
day. 15th May. and to be printed. [Bill 20.] 


LocaL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) AMENDMENT,—Bill to amend the Law relating 
to Local Government in Ireland, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Crean. 
Mr. Patrick Aloysius M'Hugh. Mr. J.P. Farrell, Mr. Daly. Mr. O'Shee. 
Mr. Nannetti, and Mr. Tully. 


Local Government (Ireland) Amendment Bill.—“ To amend the 
Law relating to Local Government in Ireland,” presented. and read the 
first time: to be read a second time upon Wednesday. 12th June. and 
to be printed. | Bill ?1.] 


Laxp ‘Tentre (WatLes)-— Bill to amend the Law relating to the Tenure of 
Avricultural Land in Wales and Monmouthshire. ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Osmond Williams. Mr. Alfred Thomas. Mr. Brynmor Jones. 
Mr. Ellis Griffith. and Mr. Edwards. E 
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Land Tenure (Wales) Bill.-* ‘lo amend the Law relating to the Tenure 
of Agricultural Land in Wales and Monmouthshire.” presented, and read 
the first time; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 22nd May, 
and to be printed. [Bill 22.] 


TENANTS’ IMPROVEMENT ([RELAND).—Bill for improving the condition of 
Tenants in Cities, Towns, and Villages in Ireland, ordered to be brought 
in by Major Jameson, Mr. Field, Captain Donelan, and Mr. Patrick 
Aloysius M* Hugh. 


Tenants’ Improvement (Ireland) Bill.—‘“ For improving the condition 
of ‘Tenants in Cities, Towns. and 4Villages in Ireland,” presented, and 
read the first time: to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 19th 
June, and to be printed. [ Bill 23.] ‘= 


Crimes Act (IRELAND) RereaL.-Bill to repeal certain criminal statutes relating 
to Ireland, ordered to be brought in by Mr. William Abraham (Cork), 
Mr. William Redmond. Mr. O'Doherty, Mr. Patrick O'Brien, Mr. Boland, 
and Mr. O'Shee. 


Crimes Act (Ireland) Repeal Bill. ‘To repeal certain criminal statutes 
relating to Ireland,” presented, and read the first time: to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday, 26th June, and to be printed. [Bill 24.] .. 


RoMAN CatHoLic: Disapiuities Remova..—- Bill to remove certain Disabilities 
affecting Roman Catholies in Great Britain and Ireland, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Tully, Mr. Daly, Mr. Patrick Aloysius M*Hugh, Mr. 
Q’Doherty, and Mr. M*Fadden. 


Roman Catholic Disabilities Removal Bill—‘“‘lo remove certain 
Disabilities affecting Roman Catholics in Great Britain and Ireland,” 
presented, and read the first time; to be read a second time upon Wed- 
nesday, 6th March, and to be printed. | Bill 25. ] 


SALMON FISHERIES (IRELAND) ACTS AMENDMENT.— Bill to amend the Salmon 
Fisheries (Ireland) Acts, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Seton-Karr, 


Mr. Thorburn. and Colonel Lucas. 


Salmon Fisheries (Ireland) Acts Amendment Bill. -“‘To amend 
the Salmon Fisheries (Ireland) Acts.” presented, und read the first time : 
to be read a second tire Upon Wednesday, dth June, and to he printed. 
| Bill 26.1 

MANHOOD SUPFRAGE (TRELAND).——Bill to establish Manhood Suffrage in Ire- 
land, ordered to be brought in by Mr. M'Padden, Mr. Murnaghan, Mr. 
Daly, Mr. Roche. Mr. Tully. Mar. Barry, Mr. Cullinan, Mr. O'Doherty, 
and Mr. Boyle. 


Manhood Suffrage (Ireland) Bill. “To establish Manhood Sutfrage 
in Ireland,” presented, and read the first time: to be read a second time 


upon Wednesday, 22nd May, and to be printed. [Bill 27.] 


Oup AGE PENsions (No. 2).—Bill to provide Pensions for aged deserving poor, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Bull, Mr. Goulding. Lord Willoughby de 
Eresby, Mr. John Hutton, Mr. Remnant, Mr. ‘T. L. Corbett, and Mr. Hay. 


Old Age Pensions (No. 2) Bill.‘ To provide pensions for aged deserving 
poor, presented, and read the first time: to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 17th April. and to be printed. [Bill 28.| 
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MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT (2ESIGNATION OF SEATS).—Bill to enable Members of 
Parliament to resign their seats, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Loder, 
Sir Francis Powell, Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. Fison. Mr. H. D. Greene, Mr. 
T. M. Healy, and Sir Joseph Dimsdale. 


Members of Parliament (Resignation of Seats) Bill. “To enable 
Members of Parliament to resign their seats.” presented, and read the 
first time: to be read a second time upon Wednesday, &th May, and to be 
printed. [Bill 29. | 


Ob AGE Pensions (No. 4). —Bill to provide Pensions tor aged deserving poor, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. J. W. Wilson, Mr. Goulding, Mr. Ormsby 
Gore. Mr. Gray. Mr. Morrison, Mr. Hay, and Mr. T. L. Corbett. 


Old Age Pensions (No. 4) Bill. “To provide Pensions for aged 
deserving poor. preseated, and read the first time ; to be read a seeoud 
time upon Wednesday. 24th April, and to be printed. [Bill 50. | 


Jerors’ Expenses.—Bill to provide for the payment of the expenses of Jurors 
attending Assizes and Quarter Sessions, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Llovd Morgan. Mr. Wharton, Mr. John Hutton, Sir Albert Rollit, Mr. 
Abol Thomas. and Mr. Edwards. 


Jurors’ Expenses Bill.—* ‘lo provide for the payment of the expenses of 
Jurors attending Assizes and Quarter Sessions.” presented, and read 
the first time: to be read a second time upon Wednesday, Lith April. 
and to be printed. {| Bill 51. | i se 


Irisi Licurs.— Bill dealing with the Inish Lights Board. ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Patrick White. Mr. Field. Mr. Cogan, Captain Donelan, Mr. 
Nannetti. Mr. Patrick O'Brien, and Mr. Conor O'Kelly. 


Irish Light: Bill. “Dealing with the Irish Lights Board,” presented, 


and read the first time: to be read a second time upon Wednesday. 27th 
Mareh. and to be print «! [Bill 52.] 


CoNsTABULARY (IRELAND). — Bill dealing with the Royal Trish Constabulary 
control, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Condon, Mr. Kendal O'Brien, 
Mr. P. J. OBrien. Mr. Cullinan. and Mr. O'Shee. 


Constabulary (Ireland) Bill. * Dealing with the Royal Irish Constabulary 
control.” presented. and read the first time ; tobe read a second time pon 


Wednesdav. 20th Mareh. and to be printed. | Bill 33. | 


VoLUNTEERS (IRELAND). —Bill for the establishment of a Volunteer force in Lre- 
land, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Thomas O'Donnell, Mr. Boland. 


Mr. Cullinan, Mr. Barry, Mr. Murphy, Mr. Flavin, Mr. Conor O'Kelly, 


Mr. Condon. and Mr. John Redmond. 


Volunteers (Ireland) Bill. ‘For the establishment of a Volunteer force 
in Ireland.” presented, and read the first time: to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday. 24th April, and to be printed. [Bill 54.| 


Waren anp Ligur Scpe.y (lke_anp).—Bill to amend the Local Government 
(Ireland) Act. 1898, so far as regards the Supply of Light and Water to 
‘Towns in Rural Districts in Lreland, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Conor 
O'Kelly. Mr. Flynn, Mr. M*Fadden, Mr. O’Doherty, and Mr. Patrick 
Aloysius M'Ulugh. 
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Water and Light Supply (Ireland) Bill. ‘To amend the Local Govern 
ment (Ireland) Act, 1898, so far as regards the Supply of Light and Water 
to Towns in Rural Districts in ireland,” presented. and read the first time : 
to be read a second time upon Wednesday. 8th May, and to be printed. 


[Bill 35.] 


BorouGH Funps Acts (AMENDMENT).—Bill to amend the Borough Funds Act. 
1872, and the Borough Funds (Ireland) Act, 1888, ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Albert Rollit, Sir James Woodhouse, Sir Harry Bullard. and 
Sir Thomas Roe. 


Borough Funds Acts (Amendment) Bill. “To amend the Borough 
Funds Act, 1872, and the Borough Funds (Ireland) Aet, 1888,” presented, 
and read the first time; to be read a second time upen Monday, 25th 
February, and to be printed. [Bill 36.| .. 


ELECTORAL DISABLLITLES Removar. Bill for the removal of certain electoral 
disabilities, ordered to he brought in by Mr. O'Doherty, Mr. John Redmond, 
Mr. ‘T) M. Healy, Mr. Mooney, Mr. Hemphill, Mr. M'Fadden, Mr. Tully, 
Mr. O'Malley, Mr. Boyle. and Mr. Flynn. 


Electoral Disabilities Removal Bill. “For the removal of certain 
electoral disabilities.” presented, and read the first time ;to be read a second 
time upon Wednesday, 22nd May. and to be printed. | Bill 37. | 


SMALL DWELLINGS ACQUISITION ACT (1899) AMENDMENT. — Bill to amend Section 
1 of the Small Dwellings Acquisition Act, 1899, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Horner. Sir Benjamin Stone, Mr. Harry Samuel, Mr. Ernest Gray, 
Mr. Boulnois, and Mr. Thomas Dewar. 


Small Dwellings Acquisition Act (1899) Amendment Bill. —“‘T'o 
amend Section | of the Small Dwellings Acquisition Act, 1899,” presented, 
and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 17th 
April, and to be printed. | Bill 328. | 


WorKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT (1897) AMENDMENT —-Bill to amend and ex- 
tend the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Sydney Buxton, Captain Norton, and Mr. John Burns. 


Workmen's Compensation Act (1897) Amendment Bill. © 'To amend 
and extend the Workmen's Compensation Aet. 1897.7 presented, and read 
the first time ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 8th May, and to 
he printed | Bill 39. | 


Coan Mines ReGuiatrion.—Bill to amend the Coal Mines Regulation Act, 
1887, ordered to be brought in by Sir Charles Dilke. Mr. William Abra- 
ham (Rhondda), Mr. Thomas Bavley, Mr. Bell, Mr. Bolton, Sir Walter 
Foster. Mr. Hatch, Mr. Jacoby, and Mr. Pickard. 


Coal Mines Regulation Bill. -‘‘ ‘lo amend the Coal Mines Regulation Act, 
1887," presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 17th April, and to be printed. | Bill 40.| 


Suops.—-Bill to amend the Law relating to Shops, ordered to be brought in 
by Sir Charles Dilke. Mr. John Burns, Mr. Gower, Mr. Llovd-George, 
Colonel Hughes, Mr. Kemp, Mr. Melville, Mr. Nannetti, Sir Barrington 
Simeon, and Mr "Tennant. 
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Shops Bill.“ ‘To amend the Law relating to Shops,” presented, and read the 
first time: to be read a second time upon Tuesday next, and to be 


printed. { Bill 41. | 


FRANCHISE AND RemovatL oF WoMEN’s DiIsaBiiities.— Bill to establish a single 
franchise at all elections, and thereby to abolish University representation, 


and to remove the disabilities of Women, ordered to be brought in by Sir 


Charles Dilke, Mr. John Burns. Mr. Atherley-ones, Mr. Logan, and 
Captain Norton. 


Franchise and Removal of Womens Disabilities Bill. © ‘Io establish 
a single franchise at all elections. and thereby to abolish University repre 
sentation, and to remove the disabilities of Women.” presented, and read 
the first time ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 3rd April. and 
to he printed. | Bill {>| bs 


WAGES BoaRbs. Bill to prov ide tor the establishment of W uves Boards, ordered 
to be brought in by Sir Charles Dilke. Mr. John Burns. Mr. MeKenna. Mr. 
Tennant. and Mr. Trevelyan. 


Wages Boards Bill. «lo provide for the establishment of Wages Boards,’ 
presented, und read the first thme; to be read a second time upow 
Wednesday. 26th June. and to be printed. | Bill 45. ] 


RE-AFFORESTING (IRELAND).—Bill to promote the Re-afforesting of Treland 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Nolan, Mr. William Abraham. Mr. 
O'Doherty, Mr. Edward Thompson, Mr. Patrick White, Mr. Tully. Mr. 
Conor O'Kelly, and Mr. Thomas O'Donnell. 


Re-afforesting (Ireland) Bill. © ‘lo promote the Re-afforesting of Ire 
land.” presented, and read the first time - to be read a second the Upon 
Wednesday, 20th March. and to be printed. | Bill 44.] 


LEASEHOLD ENFRANCHISEMENT (ENGLAND AND Wates).—Bill to enable Lease 
holders to become Freeholders. ordered to be brought in by General Laurie. 
Mr. Kenyon. Sir Albert) Rollit. Sir George Fardell. Mr. Cohen. and Mr, 
Spear. 


Leasehold Enfranchisement (England and Wales) Bill. = lo enable 
Leaseholders to become Freeholders.” presented, and read the first time: 
to be read a second time upon Wednesday. 24th April, and to be printed. 


| Bill 45. .. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING Liguors oN SuNpDAY.— Bill to prohibit the Sale of In 
toxicating Liquors on Sunday, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Chark 
Wilson, Mr. Perks, Mr. Cameron, Mr. Pickard, Mr. Compton Rickett, Mr 
Firbank, Sir Fred rick Mappin. Mr. John Wilson (Mid Durham), Mi 
Fenwick, Mr. Bell, Mr. Crawturd Smith, and Mr. Hain. 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill. “To prohibit the 
Sale of Intoxicattng Liquors on Sunday,” presented, and read the. first 
time : to be rea | a second time upon Wedne day, Sth May, ind to be 


printed. {| Bill 46.) 


Pusiic WorsHIP REGULATION ACT (1874) AMENDMENT. — Bill to amend the Public 
Worship Regulation Act, 1874. ordered to be brought in by Mr. H. D. 
(rreene, Mr. Bryninor Jones, and Colonel Sandys. 
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Public Worship Regulation Act (1874) Amendment Bill.“ ‘To amend 
the Public Worship Regulation Act, 1874.” presented. and read the. first 
time; to be read asecond time upon Wednesday, 3rd April, and to be 
printed. | Bill +7.| 


CORONERS) TNQuesTS (RAILWAY Farativies).—Bill to amend the Law relating 
to Coroners’ Inquests in the case of Fatal Accidents on Railwavs. ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Channing. Mr. Bell, Mr. John Burns. and Mr. 


16 | 
1653 


Schwann. 


Coroners Inquests (Railway Fatalities) Bill. “To amend the Law 
relating to Coroners’ Inquests in the case of Fatal Accidents on Railways.” 
presented, and read the first time; to be read a second time upon Wednesday. 
27th February, and to be printed. [Bill 4&.] .. 163 

Hn Jenors (IRELAND).—Bill to make provision for the payment of Jurors in Lreland. 

and to amend the Jury Laws, ordered to be brought in by Mr. William 

M'Killop, Mr. M*Hugh, Mr. William O’Brien, Mr. ‘Tully, and Mr. O'Dowd. 


Jurors (Ireland) Bill. —‘“ To make provision for the payment of Jurors in 
Ireland, and to amend the Jury Laws.” presented. and read the first 


time ; to be read a second time upon Monday, 22nd April, and to be printed. 
| Bill 49] - 

ConTeMPT OF Court.— Bill to define and limit the power of Judges to imprison 
for Contempt of Court, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Patrick Aloysius 
M Hugh, Mr. William O’Brien. Mr. O'Dowd, Mr. Crean, Mr. Roche, Mr. 
M’Killop, and Mr. Condon. 
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Contempt of Court Bill.-‘ To define and limit the power of Judges to 
imprison for Contempt of Court.” presented, and read the first time: to 
he read a second time upon Monday, 22nd April. and to be printed. [Bill 50.] 464 


62 
oa FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISQUALIFICATION RemMovaL.—Bill to relieve members of 
Friendly Societies of certain Disqualifications arising from the receipt of 
temporary relief. ordered to be brought in by Mr. Strachey. Sir Albert 
Rollit. Mr. Courtenay Warner, Sir Samuel Hoare, Mr. Barlow, Mr. Platt 


Higgins. Mr. Beaumont, Mr. Rigg. Mr. Lambert. and Mr. Nussey. 


Friendly Societies Disqualification Removal Bill.—‘ ‘To relieve 
members of Friendly Societies of certain Disqualifications arising from 
the receipt of temporary relief.” presented, and read the first time ; to be 


~ read a second time upon Tuesday, 26th February, and to be printed. 


{Bill 51.] .. 
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Sout AFRICA RECRUITING FOR SOUTIL AFRICAN CONSTABULARY IN AUSTRALIA. 
Questions. Mr. Dillon (Mayo. E.) and Mr. Channing (Northampton- 
shire. KE.) : Answers. The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. 

Chamberlain. Birmingham, W.) 164 
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CHINA—PROTECTION OF THE FoREIGN LEGATIONS IN PEKING.—Question, Mr. 
Dillon ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Vis- 
count Cranborne, Rochester). . 

Tue BupGet.—Questions, Mr. Patrick O'Brien, Sir John Leng (Dundee), and 
Mr. Channing ; Answers. Sir M. Hicks Beach 

REVENUE RETURNS AND EXCHEQUER IssuES.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles ; 
Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach 
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M. Hicks Beach : or : 
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Srreer ReruGes IN| PiccapILLy.—Question, Sir Barrington Simeon (South- 
ampton) ; Answer, The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Akers Douglas, 
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CRIME IN CouNtTY DonbGal—Question, Mr. O'Doherty ; Answer. Mr. Wyndham 


LONDONDERRY AND THE Peace PrRocLaAMATION (IRELAND) ActT.— Questions. 


Mr. O'Doherty ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


LATE LONGFORD PETTY SESSIONS CLERK.—(Question, Mr... P. Farrell : Answer. 
Mr. Wyndham dig = ; 


TIPPERARY Rent AppeaLs.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; Answer. Mr. Wyndham 


Tipperary Rent Appeats.—Questions, Mr. Cullinan (Tipperary. 8.) and Mr. 
Flavin ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham = - a st 


DUBLIN: Post Orrice—SorTers’ GRIEVANCES. —Question, Mr. Field » Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain - S . a eis 


DUNGARVAN PosTAL ARRANGEMENTS.—Question, Mr. O'Shee (Waterford. W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


Iris Liguts Boarp.— Question, Mr. Field; Answer, Mr. Gerald Pelfour 


Irish LiGHTsHips— Repairs.—Question, Captain Donelan (Cork. E.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Gerald Balfour 


Estate Duty iN [RELAND.—Questions. Mr. 1. M. Healy and Mr. Gibson Powles: 
Answers, Sir M. Hicks Beach ‘ ei rm 


TREASURY GRANTS FOR TRrisit HARBOUR CONSTRUCTION. — Questions. Colonel 
Nolan (Galway, N.) and Mr. T. M. Healy ; Answers, Sir M. Hicks Beach 


Roy ALOPENINGS OF PARLIAMENT—ACCOMMODATION FOR MEMBERS. —()uestions. 
Sir Henry Fowler (Wolverhampton, EF.) and Mr. Stevenson: Answers. 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Capricious Dismissal oF ScHooL TEACHERS.—Question, Mr. Crombie (sir 
eardineshire) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


ScoTtisH EptcaTtion BILL.—(Questions, Mr. Crombie and Mr. Bartley ; Answers, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 


(QUEEN Victorias PUNeRAL—Tie Members’ STAND.—Questions, Mr. Tough 
(Islington, W.), Mr. Alfred Davies (Carmarthen Boroughs), and Sir F. 
Ashmead-Bartlett ; Answers, Mr. Akers Douglas 


AGRICULTURAL LAND RatinG Act, 1896—Tirne Rent-cHuarce (Rates) ACT. 
1899.—Question, Mr. George Whiteley (Yorkshire. WLR. Pudsey) : 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


BUSINESS OF THE Housk (KING'S SpEECH).—-Ordered, That) the Proceedings of 
the Address in answer to His Majesty's Speech have precedence this day 
and to-morrow of all other business.—(Mr. Balfour.) 


Sirtincs, OF THE House (Asti WEDNEsDAY).—Motion made, and (juestion put, 
-,”° That this House do meet to-morrow at Two of the clock. —(.Vr. Balfour.) 


The House divided :--Aves. 276; Noes. 153. (Division List No. 3.) 
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February 19. | 
Appress IN Repry vo Tis Masesty’s Most Gracious Speecu.—Fourth Day's 
Debate : > 
Order read, for resting Adjourned Debate on Question [14th February], 
“That an humble Address be presented to His Majesty, as followeth- 


* Vost Gracious Sovereign, 

“We, Your Majesty's most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons 
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament 
assembled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the 
Gracious Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of 
Parliament.’ —(Vr. Forster.) 

Question again proposed, 
Debate resumed : 
Mr. Asquith (Fifesh ire, [2.) a os 2d nM i ec 
The Necre lary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, (rnildford).. 
Mr. C. BP. Scott (Lancashire, Leigh) oe 
Mr. Law (Glasgow, Blael, friars) — aes 
Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnarvonshire, Lifton) 
Lord Aliryne Compton (Bedfordshire. Biggleswade) 
Mr. Harirood (Bolton) 


Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present. 
ITouse counted, and forty Members being found present 

alr. Thomas O Donnell (Kerry, W.) 

Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) 

Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 8.) ss si 

Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, W.) 

Mr. Murphy (Kerry, £.) 7 


LICENSING LAws. 


Mr. Whittaker (Vorkshire, W.R., Spen Valley) 
Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, W.) AP 


Amendment proposed 
“At the end of the Question, to add the words,—* But we humbly 
express our regret to Your Majesty that. having regard to the Reports 
of the recent Royal Commission on the Licensing Laws and the wide- 
spread desife which exists that some effort should be made to diminish 
the evil, which they describe as gigantic and a national degradation, 
there is no indication in Your Majesty's Gracious Speech of any intention 
to deal at all adequately with this subject.” °—(WUr. Whittaker.) 


(Juestion proposed, “That those words be there added.” 


Discussion :— 
Colonel Blundell (Lancashire. Ince). bas 
Sir William Houldsworth (Manchester, N.W.) 
Ma jor Jameson (Clare, W.) a is 
Sir Mari Stewart | A i? h ‘ udbrigh ish ire) 


Mr. Tully (Leitrim, SL) .. 
It being midnight, the debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed to-morrow 
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DECLARATIONS OF HEADS OF StaTeEs.—Address for ‘ Return of the various 
Oaths or Declarations touching religion which are made on their accessiun 
to power by the Heads of the following States: Great Britain and Ireland, 
Empire of Germany, United States, France, Austro-Hungary.’-—(Colonel 
Nolan.) 


Adjourned at two minutes after Twelve of the elock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 207TH FEBRUARY, 1901. 


The House inet. at Two of the clock. 
PETITIONS. 
Beek Bitt.—-Petitions in favour, from West Sussex: Newport (twenty) ; 
Cherrington (three); Tibberton (six) ; Kynnersley (two); Market Dray 
ton: Great Chatwell (two): Horton: Donnington (two): Lilleshall 
(five); Heath Hill; Edgmond (six): Caynton (two): Edgmond Com 
mon; Chetwynd (two); Piekstock : and Chetwyn Park : to die upon 
the Table.. ; 


CaurcH DISCIPLINE—Petition from Stroud Green, for alteration of Law ; to 


lie upon the Table 
AND EVENING CONTINUATION SCHOOLS). 


ELEMENTARY Epucation (HIGHER GRADE 
from Leicester: and Norwich : to lie 


—Petitions for alteration of Law. 
upon the Table 
Poor Law OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1806.— Petitions for alteration of 
Law, from Sunderland; and Cannock: to lie upon the Table a 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY Bitt—Petitions in favour, from 
Newport Pagnell ; and Fenny Stratford ; to lie upon the Table : 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petitions in favour, 
from Surbiton ; and Glasgow (two); to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CIVIL SERVICE (SUPPLEMENTARY EstTIMATes, 1900-1901). — Estimate presented, 
of the Further Sums required to be voted for the Service of the vear ending 
31st March, 1901 [by ¢ amet to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
|No. 29. | ™ “ = mn - a is 


Saint Vincent.—Copy presented, of the Amending Prison 
Act]; to lie upon the Table 6 " 


Rules, 1900 | by 


Boarp or Epucation.—Copy presented, of Minute of the Board of Education, 
dated 31st July, 1900, modifying Article 101 (g) of the Day School Code, 
1900 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table by re sik “5 


SEA FisHeries OF THE Unirep Kingpom.—Copy ordered, of ** Statistical 
Tables and Memorandum relating to the Sea Fisheries of the United 
Kingdom in the year 1900, including also a Return showing the Quantity 
of Fish carried by railway from each of the Principal Ports of England 
and Wales, Scotland, and Ireland, in each year from 1895 to 1900, inclu- 
sive (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper. No. 58, of Session 19).:).” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 

Copy Ca, accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 32.] .. - * ‘ ses 
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February 20, | 
FoREIGN ‘TRADE AND COMMERCE.-Copy ordered, “of Monthly Accounts 
relating to the Trade and Commerce of certain Foreign Countries and 
3ritish Possessions. (Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 
Copy presented accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
| No. 33. | 


Appress IN ANswer TO His Masesty’s Most Gracious Speeci.—Fitth Day’s 


Debate :—- 

Order read for resuming Adjourned Debate on Amendment [19th Feb- 
raary| to Question [14th February}. °° That an humble Address he 
presented to Elis Majesty. as followeth 


* Vost Gracious Sovereign, 

‘We, Your Majesty's most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons 
of the United Kingdom of Great) Britain and Ireland, in Parliament 
assembled, hee leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for 
the Gracious Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses 
of Parliament.”— (Mr. Forster.) 


And which Amendment was 


‘At the end of the Question to add the words—‘ But we humbly 


express our regret to Your Majesty that, having regard to the Reports 
of the recent Royal Comission on the Licensing Laws and the wide- 
spread desire which exists that some effort should be made to diminish 
the evil, which they deseribe as gigantic and a national degradation, 
there is no indication in Your Majesty's Gracious Speech of any inten- 
tion to deal at all adequately with this subject.” (Mr. Whittaker.) 


Question again proposed, “That those words be there added.” 


Licensina Laws. 


Discussion : 
Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) . = 
Vr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, .) 
Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne) - 
Sir John Kennaway (Devonshire, Moniton) 
Mr. Douglas (Lanarkshire, N.W.)_ . 
Mr. Randles ne umberland, Cocker ai 
The Secretary of State for the Home Department ( Mr. Rit hae ( ‘roysdon) 
Sir I. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Purghs) 
Colonel Pilkington aki. Neirton) 
Mr. Bell (Derhy) ne : - 
Mr. J. W. Wilson (Worsestordiive. N.) 
Vr. Lough (Islington, W.) 


(Juestion put. 
The House divided Aves. 146: Noes, 272.) (Division List No. 4.) 
Main Question again proposed. 


Debate arising ; and, it being half-past Five of the clock, the debate stood 
adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed ‘l'o-morrow. 
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NEW BILLS. 


Evictep TENANTS (IRELAND).— Bill for the reinstatement of the Evicted Tenants 
in Ireland, and for other purposes, ordered to be brought in by Mr. T. P. 
O'Connor, Mr. John Redmond. Mr. Willian O’Brien. Mr. Dillon, and 


Mr. James O'Kelly. 


Evicted Tenants (Ireland) Bill. -“ For the reinstatement of the Evicted 
Tenants in Ireland, and for other purposes.” presented, and read the 
first time: to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 27th March, and 
to be printed. | Bill 52.) 


WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION ACT (1897) AMENDMENT (No. 2).--Bil to Amend 
the Workmen's Compensation Act. 1897, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. M‘Kenna. Sir Walter Foster. Mr. William Abraham (Rhondda), Mr. 
Bell. Mr. D. A. Thomas. Mr. Fenwiek. Mr. Piekard. Mr Burt. Mar. Jolin 
Wilson (Durham), Mr. Jacoby. Mr. Markham. and Mr. Broadhurst. 


Workmens Compensation Act (1897) Amendment (No. 2) Bill. 
“To amend the Workmen's Compensation Act. PS07.° presented. and 
read the first time ; to be read a second time pon Wednesday. 27th Feb- 
ruary, and to be printed. [Bill 55.] 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS (IRELAND).—Bill to amend the Law relating to 
the Sale of Intoxicating Liquors in Ireland on Saturdays and Sundays, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. William Johnston, Mr. Jordan, Colonel 


Saunderson, and Mr. Kennedy. 


Sale of Intoxicating Liqaors (Ireland) Bill. -- fo amen! the Law 
relating to the Sale of Intoxicating Li puors in treland on Saturdays and 
Sundays.” presented, and read the first time: to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 20th March. and to be printed. | Bill 54.] 

Unster Custom.—Bill to provide a turther remedy for enforcing the Ulster 
Tenant-right Custom in the case of sales thereunder. ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. William Moore, Mr. Lonsdale. and Mr. Archdale. 


Ulster Custom Bill.“ ‘lo provide a further remedy for enforcing the 
Ulster Tenant-right Custom in the case of sales thereunder,” presented. 
and read the first time: to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 13th 
March, and to be printed. [Bill 55. | , 


TIED LlousEs ABOLITION. sill to provide for thre abolition ot Tied [louses. 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Broadhurst. Sir John Brunner, Sir Walter 
Foster, Mr. Levy, and Mr. Thomas Bayley. 


Tied Houses Abolition Bill.“ ‘To provide for the abolition of Tied 
Houses,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon 


Wednesday, 6th March, and to be printed — {Bill 56.] 


Adjourned ata quarter before Six of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 2isr FEBRUARY, 1901. 
EakLpoM OF NORFOLK :— 

Petition of Charles Botolph Joseph, Lord Mowbray, Lord Segrave, and 
Baron and Lord Stourton of Stourton, for leave to lodge his printed 
case ; read, and ordered as prayed. 

Petition of Charles Botolph Joseph, Lord Mowbray, Lord Segrave, and 
Baron and Lord Stourton of Stourton, praying that he may be per- 
mitted to refer in his printed case. and in any proceedings which may 
follow in their Lordships’ House, to the printed evidence adduced in 
support of the Petition of Alfred Joseph, then Baron and Lord Stour- 
ion, presented on the IIth of May, 1876; read and referred to the 
Committee for Privileges da -s rE ae Ra nad .. OFF 


Darcy De KNAYTH. MEYNILL. AND FAUCONBERG BARONIES. —Petition of (1) Marcia 
Amelia Mary Countess of Yarborough, and in her own right Baroness 
Conyers. the wife of Charles Alfred Worsley Earl of Yarborough, and of 
(2) Violet Ida Elyyvn. the wife of George Charles Earl of Powis ; praying 
that they may be allowed to refer in their printed case and in any proceed- 
ings which may follow in their Lordships’ House, to the evidence adduced 
in support of the Petition of George William Frederick Marquess of Car- 
marthen. claiming the Barony of Conyers, presented on the 25th of April, 
1797. and also to the evidence adduced in support of the Petition of Sir 
Henry Paston Bedingfeld. claiming the Barony of Grandison, presented 
on the 20th Pebruary, 1854; read. and referred to the Committee for 
Privileges i a i ey 3 $i 2d = 2G -. G47 


Several Lords took the Oath. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
Trape Reports : 
I. Annual Series: No. 2556. Yueatan No. 2557. Thessaly (Trade 
and Agriculture). 
If. Miscellaneous Series ; No. 548. United States (Beet Sugar Industry). 647 
RAUWAY AND CANAL TRAFIC Acts, 1854-1894.—Twelfth Annual Report of 
the Railway and Canal Commission ; with appendix .. 7 ine .. 648 
ARMY : 
I. Return of Military Forces in South Africa : 1899-1901, 
IT. Correspondence between Field-Marshal Lord Roberts, Commanding- 
in-Chief South African Field Force. and Acting Commandant-General 
Botha, dated 12th, 13th. l4th. and 15th June. 1900... a .. 648 
AGRICULTURAL SEEDS.——Report and evidence taken before the Departmental 
Committee appointed by the Board of Agriculture to inquire into the con- 
ditions under which agricultural seeds are at present sold ; together with 


appendices and index .. = ae = ae as 3e a .. G48 
INpra (RoyaL INDIAN ENGINEERING COLLEGE).—Correspondence relating to 

the remodelling of the studies and the retirement of certain of the 

Professors and Lecturers Ms Be “ ae - oe ee .. 648 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the 'Pable. 
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Sant VINceN’t.—Amending Prison Rules, 1900) ., a “e ia . 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION SCHEMES, INDUSTRIAL AND 
PROVIDENT SOCTETIES. AND TRADE Untons.--Reports of the Chief Registrar 
of Friendly Societies for 1900 ~ A x Re sg = .. 648 


Pusiic Recorps :— 

I. Court of Common Pleas: Further schedule containing a list and par- 
ticulars of classes of documents of His Majesty's late Court of Common 
Pleas, at Westminster, which are now in the Public Record 
Office. but are not considered of sufficient public value to justify their 
preservation therein ; 

Il. Paymaster General's Department : Second Schedule, containing « 
list and particulars of classes of documents which have been removed 
from the Office of His Majesty’s Paymaster General, and deposited 
in the Public Record Oftice, but which are not considered of sufticient 
public value to justify their preservation therein .. fe ne ». ‘G48 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act). and ordered to lie on the ‘Table. 


Sourn AFRICA (CAMPAIGN).—Return stating the number of sailors and 
soldiers, giving their names and description, who have been invalided 
home since the commencement of the South African campaign, and have 
died from wounds or diseas Address for (The Marquess of Aileshury) 2 GAG 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Berwickshire County Town Bill [11.1.|. —A Bill to constitute the town of 
Duns to be the head burgh or county town of Berwickshire —~ was presented 
hy the Lord Balfour: read la; to be printed; and referred to the Ex 
wniners. (No. 9.) = 55 = ‘i ae = ae ee .. 649 


Private LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) Act, 1899.—Report by the 
Chairman of Committees of the House of Lords and the Chairman of Ways 
and Means in the House of Commons— 
|. That provisions of the Caledonian Electric Power Order, the Caledonian 

tailway Order, the Cyde Valley Electrical Power Order, the Glasgow 

and Renfrew District Railway Transfer Order. the Glasgow and South 
Western Railway Order, and the North British Railway Order, are of 
such a character that they ought to be dealt with by Private Bills and 
not by Provisional Orders. 

2. That the provisions of the Paisley Police Public Health and Tramways 
Order (other than those relating to Tramways) raise such questions of 
policy and principle, that they ought to be dealt with by Private Bill, 
but that the Provisional Order so far as it relates to Tramways may 
pre ceed. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act). and ordered to lie on the Table s49 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Cremation Bill [1.1.)..-A Bill for the regulation of the burning of human 
remains. and to enable burtal authorities to establish crematoria—was pre 
sented by the Lord Monkswell: read 1 > and to he printed. [No. 10.) 650 
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48 Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, Amendment Bill [H.1.]—-A Bill to 
amend the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894—was presented by the Lord 
Muskerry ; read 1%; and to be printed. [No. 11.] - on on .. 650 
48 
House adjourned during pleasure ; and resumed by the Lord Chancellor. 
SouTH AFRICAN War—HOspPITaLs CoMMIssIon. 
Discussion :— 
The Earl of Kilmorey os . 650 
The Under Secretary of State ‘for War (Lord Raglan) me 651 
The Secretary of State se _— —" aia Marquess of Lans- 
downe) .. , ; ; ; si <4 sis . 651 
42 Lord Tw: celmouth yd ” es 2 se ~ = .. 652 
House adjourned at a quarter before Five of the clock. 
AM) HOUSE OF COMMONS, THURSDAY, 21st FEBRUARY. 1901. 
Several other Members took and subscribed the Oath. 
PETITIONS. 
ELEMENTARY Epvucation (HIGHER GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUATION 
SCHOOLS).—Petition from Newchurch, for alteration of Law ; to lie upon 
44 the Table es <3 2, = Fe bi ne = a .. 654 
Poor LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1896.—Petitions for alteration 
of Law, from Woking; Northwich: Torquay; and Paignton; to lie 
upon the Table - os os +3 be 5 Ss 6 .. 655 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
Rvmway AND CANAL Trarric Acts, 1854 To 1894.—Copy presented, of 
Twelfth Annual Report of the Railway and Canal Commission, with Appen- 
dix [by Command]; to lie upon the Table si; is es a .. 655 
AGRICULTURAL SEEDS.—Copy presented, of Report and Evidence taken betore 
the Departmental Committee appointed by the Board of Agriculture to 
mquire into the conditions under which Agricultural Seeds are at present 
sold, together with Appendices and Index [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table és “a - “ a = Ss ve * .. GHS 
1) Post OFFICE TELEGRAPHS.—Account presented, showing the gross amount 
received and expended on account of the Telegraph Service during the year 
ended 31st March, 1900, ete. [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 34.] — .. i sod - 3 3 ye i .. 655 
East Inp1A (RoyAL INDIAN ENGINEERING COLLEGE).—-Copy presented, of Corre- 
spondence relating to the re-modelling of the Studies, and the retirement 
50) of certain of the Professors and Lecturers [by Command]; to lie _— the 
: Table a eee ek eed > ie ae — Cogan Se .. 655 
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TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2556 and 2557 [by Command]; to lie 


upon the Table .. 

TRADE Reports (MISCELLANEOUS SERIES).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic 
and Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, No. 548 [by Command] ; to 
lie upon the Table ; 

Papers Law UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE :— 

1. Friendly Societies, Workmen's Compensation Schemes, Industrial 
and Provident Societics, and Trade Unions——Reports of the Chief 
Registrar for the year ending 31st December, 1900 [by Act]; to be 
printed. [No. 35. | 

2. Irish Land Commission (Account)—Copy of Report of the Comp- 

troller and Auditor General upon the Account of the Irish Land 

Commission for the year ended 31st March, 1900 [by Act]; to be 

printed. [No. 36.] 

3. Public Records (Court of Common Pleas).—Copy of Further Schedule 
of Documents (of the Court of Common Pleas) which are not con- 
sidered of sufficient public value to justify their preservation in the 
Public Record Office [by Act]. 

1. Public Records (Paymaster General’s Department)—Copy of Second 
Schedule of Documents (of the Paymaster General's Department) 
which are not considered of sufficient public value to justify their 
preservation in the Public Record Office [by Act]. 


9. Charitable Endowments (West Riding of the County of York), Chari- 
table Endowments (Bradford), Inquiry into Charities (Parish of 
Halifax, including County Borough of Halifax), Inquiry into Chari- 
ties (City of Sheftield), Leeds (Inquiry into Charities), Huddersfield 
County Borough (Charities)—Further Returns relative thereto 
ordered 10th August, 1894; 13th May, 1896; 8th February, 
1897; 8th April, 1897; 29th July, 1897; Mr. Francis Stevenson 
and Mr. Grant Lawson]; to be printed. [No. 37.] 

Post OFFice 'TELEGRAPHS.—Copy ordered, “of account showing the gross 


amount received and the gross amount expended in respect of the Tele- 
graph Service from the date of the transfer of the Telegraphs to the State 
to the 31st day of March, 1900 (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No. 61, of Session 1900).°—(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 

Copy presented accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
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Question, Sir Arthur Hayter (Walsall) ; Answer, The First Lord of the 
Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 
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COMMISSION ON EMIGRATION AND SETTLEMENT IN SoutH AFRICA.— (Question, 
Mr. Crombie (Kincardineshire); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 

Money GRANTS TO BRITISH GENERALS.—Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J, Balfour .. - e ve - oo ex - 
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—Question, Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) ; Answer, The Secretary 
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AGRICULTURAL RATING AND TITHE RENT-CHARGE BILLS.—Question, Mr. George 
Whiteley (Yorkshire, W.R., Pudsey); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


RoyaL ACADEMY—PRoposeD Royat CoMMission.—Question, Mr. Stevenson 
(Suffolk, Eye); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour Rte 


THe Civit, List.—Question, Mr. Labouchere ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


McnicipaL TRADING.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of 
Dean) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Cust OF THE CORONATION.—Question, Mr. John Campbell ; Answer, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour... ¥, we ih 8 ve aie = fe aie 


ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO His MAJesty’s Most Gracious SPEECH.—NSixth Day’s 
Debate :— 


Order read, for resuming adjourned debate on Main Question [14th 
February], “ That an humble Address be presented to His Majesty, as 
followeth :— 


Most Gracious Sovereign, 


‘We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons 
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament 
assembled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the 
gracious Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of 
Parliament.’ —(Mr. Forster.) 


()uestion again proposed. 
Irish Lanp Acts. 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) .. ss en “ sly as 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8S.) .. os ¥ = on os 2 


Amendment proposed— _ 
- “ At the end of the Question, to add the words, ‘ But we humbly 


represent to Your Majesty that the administration of the Irish Land 
Acts is not satisfactory to any class of Your Majesty’s subjects in Ireland, 
and that the only permanent solution of the Irish Land Question must 
be found in a measure providing for the general and immediate creation 
of an-oceupying proprietary by the establishyjent of a system of com- 
pulsory sale and purchase.” —(Mr. John Redmond.) 
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The 


Question proposed, ** That those words be there added.” 


Discussion :— 
The First Lord of the Treasury v Vr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, £.).. 746 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) .. 2 8 He ms ~ .. TS 
Mr. Lonsdale (Armagh, Mid) .. x oe be ~ a ws WO 
Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, N.) .. es He s =i6 MOD 
Mr. John Gordon (Londonderry, 8.) .. an as +e 3 2 165 
Mr. Barry (Cork, S.) .. 4 - a ss a ne .. 769 
Colonel Saunderson (. rig Wy i - $5; xg rc a 
Dr. Thompson (Monaghan, N.) oe ie én 99 
The Chief Secretary for lreland (Mr. W yndham, Dover) es 3 GH 
Mr. Haldane (Hadi lingtonshire) td ve bn ‘ gS 
Sir H. ( aoa Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) “i =: wD .. 800 
Mr. Macartney (Antrim, S.) .. - ne 2 i, oe .. 802 


Mr. ‘T. W. Russell rose in his place and claimed to move, ° That the Ques- 
tion be now put.” 


Question put. “* That the Question be now put.” 
The House divided :— Aves, 251: Noes, 152. (Division List No. 5.) 


(Juestion put accordingly, * That those words be there added.” 

The House divided :— Aves. 140: Noes, 255. (Division List No. 6.) 

Main (Question again proposed. 

Debate arising ; and, it being after midnight. the debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes after Twelve of the clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 22xp FEBRUARY, 1901, 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the Stand- 
ing Orders gg to the following Bills have been complied with :— 
Aire and Calder Navigation ; Albion Steam Coal Company ; Aldeburgh 
Corporation (Water) ; Aldershot Gas and Water ; Alexandra (Newport and 
South Wales) Docks and Railways ; Alfreton Gas ; Arlesey Gas ; Aspatria, 
Silloth, and District Water ; Barrow-in-Furness Corporation ; Bath Gas 
Light and Coke; Belfast Harbour; Bethlem Hospital; Bideford and 
Clovelly Railway (Abandonment)|; Bideford and Clovelly Railway (Exten- 
sion of Time, etc.) ; Bingley Urban District Council ; Blackburn Corpora- 
tion; Blackpool Improvement; Bolton Corporation; Bournemouth 
Corporation ; Bradford Corporation; Bridewell Hospital ; Brighton 
Corporation ; Bristol, Clifton, and West of England Zoological Society ; 

Bristol Corporation Cemetery ; Bristol Corporation (Docks and Railways. 
ete.); British Gas Light Company (Hull Station) ; British Westinghouse 
Electric and Manufacturing Company ; Broadstairs and St Peter's “Water 
and Improvement ; Burgess Hill Water; Burton-upon-Trent Corpora- 
tion : Bury Corporation : Bury Corporation Tramways : Cardiff Corpora- 

tion ; Cardiff Railway ; Central London Railway ; Charing Cross, Euston, 
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and Hampstead Railway (No. 1) ; Charing Cross, Euston, and Haimpstead 
Railway (No 2); Charing Cross. Hammersmith, and District Electric 
Railway ; Chester Gas ; Chesterfield Improvement: Christ’s Hospital 
(London) ; City and Brixton Railway: City and North-East Suburban 
Electric Railway ; City and South London Railway ; City of London 
(Spitafields Market); Cleveland and Durham County Electric Power : 
Colwyn Bay and Colwyn Urban District Gas ; Cork. Blackrock, and 
Passage Railway; Crawley Gas ; Cromer Water ; Derby Corporation ; Derby- 
shire and Nottinghamshire Electric Power : Derwent Valley Water Board ; 
Devonport Corporation (Gas); Devonport Gas and Coke ; District Messenger 
and Theatre Ticket Company : Doncaster Tithe Trust ; Dorking Gas : Dover 
Corporation ; Dover Gas ; Dover Harbour: Dublin Corporation (Markets. 
ete.); Dublin (Equalisation of Rates); Dublin Port and Docks Board : Dubtin 
St. James’ Gate Brewery Tramways : East Middlesex Electricity (District 
Councils) ; Easton and Church Hope Railway ; Eccles Corporation ; Elland 
Gas: Fairford and Cirencester Railway ; Faversham Water : Folkestone 
Corporation ; Freshwater, Yarmouth, and Newport Railway ; Gas Light 
and Coke Company ; Gateshead and District Tramways ; Golborne Gas : 
Gravesend Gas; Great Central Railway ; Great Eastern Railway : Great 
Northern Railway ; Great Southern and Western Railway : Great Western 
Railway: Handsworth Urban District Council; Harpenden District 
Gas; Harrogate Water: Hartlepool Gas and Water (Transter) : Heck 

mondwike Gas (Transfer): Henry Diaper and Company (Delivery War- 
rants): Heywood and Middleton Water Board ; Honley Urban District 
Council (Gas); Horley District Gas; Hull, Barnsley. and West Riding 
Junction Railway and Dock : Humber Commercial Railway and Dock : 
Ikeston and Heanor Water Board ; [rish Presbyterian Church ; Islington 
and Euston Railway : Kettering Urban District Water ; Kingscourt, 
Keady, and Armagh Railway: King’s Norton and Northfield Urban 
District Tramways ; King’s Road Railway ; Kingston-upon-Hull Corpora- 
tion; Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Dearne Valley Junction Rail 
ways) ; Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Various Powers) ; Leather 

head Gas ; Leeds Churches ; Leeds Corporation (General Powers) ; Leeds 
Corporation Water ; Llandrindod Wells Urban District Council Water : 

Llandrindod Wells Water ; Llanelly and Mynydd Mawr Railway ; Llanelly 
Harbour ; London and India Docks (Lighterage Rates. ete.) ; London 
and India Docks (New Works, ete.) ; London and North-Western Railway ; 
London Bridge Widening ; London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway : 
London (City) School for Orphans of Freemen ; London County Council 
(General Powers) ; London County Council (Spitalfields Market) : London 
Riverside Fish Market ; London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway ; London 
Water (Purchase of Companies) ; Long Eaton Gas ; Lowestoft Corpora- 
tion; Lynton and Barnstaple Railway ; Manchester and Liverpool 
Electric Express Railway ; Manchester Corporation ; Manchester (Market 
Street Area) Improvements ; Mansfield Corporation ; Margate Corpora- 
tion ; Mersey Docks and Harbour Board ; Metropolitan District Railway : 
Metropolitan Electric Supply; Metropolitan Railway : Metropolitan 
Water Companies (Amendment of Acts); Midland Railway : Milford 
Docks ; Mond Gas ; Neath Harbour; Neweastle-upon-Tyne and Gates- 
head Gas ; Newport (Isle of Wight) Gas : Nitrate Railways Company ; 
North-East London Railway ; Newry Port and Harbour Trust ; New 
Swindon Gas; North-Eastern Railway; Nottingham Corporation ; 
Notting Hill Electric Lighting ; Oakham Water; Omagh Gas; Otley 
Gas ; Pembroke Urban District Council (County of Dublin): Petersfield 
and Selsey Gas ; Piccadilly and City Railway ; Portmadoc, Beddgelert, 
and South Snowdon Railway ; Poulton le-Fylde Gas ; Prestatyn Water ; 
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Rhyl Bridge ; Rhyl Improvement ; Rhymney and Aber Valleys Gas and 
Water ; Richmond Gas ; Rickmansworth and Uxbridge Valley Water ; 
Ripon Corporation ; Royal Exchange Assurance ; Rugby Water and Im- 
provement ; St Bartolomew’s Hospital ; Salford Corporation ; Shannon 
Water and Electric Power; Sheffield Corporation; Sheffield District 
Railway ; Shields Bridge ; Shipley Improvement ; Shireoaks, Laughton, 
and Maltby Railway ; Shrewsbury Gas ; Smethwick Corporation ; South- 
ampton and Winchester Great Western Junction Railway ; South Eastern 
and London, Chatham, and Dover Railways ; South Essex Water ; South 
Metropolitan Gas; Southport Water (Transfer); South Western and 
Isle of Wight Junction Railway ; Stalybridge, Hyde, Mossley, and Dukin- 
field ‘Tramways and Electricity Board ; Stockport Corporation Water ; 
Stratford-upon-Avon. Towcester, and Midland Junction, East and West 
Junction and Evesham, Redditch and Stratford-upon-Avon Junction 
Railway Companies ; Stratton and Bude Gas ; Stratton and Bude Im- 
provement ; Stroud Gas: Swanage Gas and Water ; Swansea Harbour ; 
Taff Vale Railway ; Tees Valley Water Board ; Tendring Hundred Water ; 
Thames Deep Water Dock; Thames Lightermen; Thames Piers and 
River Service ; Torrington and Okehampton Railway ; Tottenham and 
Hampstead Junction Railway; Wallasey Improvement ; Warkworth 
Harbour ; Wells Corporation Water; Wells Water; West Cumberland 
Electric Tramways ; West Surrey Water ; Weston-Super-Mare Gas : Wis- 
bech Water; Wolverhampton and Cannock Chase Railway ; Wolver- 
hampton Corporation Water ; Yorkshire Electric Power. 

And the Certificate that the Standing Orders applicable to the following 
Bilis have not been complied with :—Birmingham City Tramways ; Bromp- 
ton and Piccadilly Circus Railway ; Cambrian Railways; Cowes Ferry ; 
Harrogate Corporation ; Mersey Docks and Harbour Board (Canada Dock 
Works, ete.) ; Scarborough Electric Tramways ; South Yorkshire Electric 
Power ; Sutton-in-Ashfield Urban District (Water) ; Tyneside Tramways 
and Tramroads ; West and South London Junction Railway 


‘The same were ordered to lie on the Table. 


Reit or THE Lorps—The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that th 
Clerk of the Parliaments had prepared and laid it on the ‘lable. ‘The same 
was ordered to be printed. (No. 12.) - = ; 


Post OrricE (TELEGRAPHS).—Accounts showing the gross amount received and 
expended on account of the Telegraph Service during the year ended 31st 
March, 1900. Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to 
lie on the Table .. is - i . 5% 


Tue RoyaAL DECLARATION AGAINST ROMAN CATHOLICISM. 
Discussion :— 
Lord Braye 
The Prime Minister and Lord Privy 8 Seal (The Marquess of Salisbury) 
Earl Spencer 
Lord Herries - i 555 - is ks ? sis =o 
Lord Braye 


MANNING OF MERCHANT VeSsELS—THE Loss oF THE “ PRIMROSE HILL.” — 
Question, Lord Muskerry ; Answer, The Secretary to the Board of Trade 


(The Earl of Dudley) 


House adjourned at five minutes before Five of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS, FRIDAY, 22np FEBRUARY, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS (STANDING OrpeRS NOT CoMPLIED witH).—Mr. Speaker 
laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, That, in the case of the Petitions for the following Bills, the 
Standing Orders have not been complied with, viz :-—Cambrian Railway 
Bill; Scarborough Electric Tramways Bill; South Yorkshire Electric 
Power Bill. 

Ordered, That the Reports be referred to the Select Committee on 
Standing Orders 


PrivavTe Bits [Lords |.—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from the Exa 
miners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in respect of the Bills comprised 
in the List reported by the Chairman of Ways and Means as intended to 
originate in the House of Lords, they have certified that the Standing Orders 
have been complied with in the following cases, viz :— Aire and Calder Navi- 
gation ; Albion Steam Coal Company ; Alfreton Gas ; Arlesey Gas ; Aspa- 
tria, Silloth, and District Water ; Barrow-in-Furness Corporation ; Bath 
Gas Light and Coke ; Belfast Harbour ; Bethlem Hospital ; Bideford and 
Clovelly Railway (Abandonment) ; Bideford and Clovelly Railway (Exten- 
sion of Time, ete.) ; Bolton Corporation ; Bournemouth Corporation ; 
Bridewell Hospital ; Bristol, Clitton, and West of England Zoological 
Society ; Bristol Corporation Cemetery ; Bristol Corporation (Docks and 
Railways, etc.) ; Broadstairs and St. Peter’s Water and Improvement ; 
Cardiff Railway ; Central London Railway ; Charing Cross, Euston, and 
Hampstead Railway (No. 1); Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead 
Railway (No. 2); Charing Cross, Hammersmith, and District Electric 
Railway ; Chesterfield Improvement ; Chester Gas ; Christ’s Hospital (Lon- 
don) ; City and Brixton Railway ; City and North East Suburban Electric 
Railway ; City and South London Railway ; Cork, Blackrock, and Passage 
Railway ; Doncaster Tithe Trust ; Dover Corporation ; Dover Gas ; Dover 
Harbour ; Easton and Church Hope Railway ; Elland Gas ; Faversham 
Water ; Folkestone Corporation ; Freshwater, Yarmouth, and Newport 
Railway; Great Southern and Western Railway ; Handsworth Urban 


District Council; Harpenden District Gas; Harrogate Water: Henry 


Diaper and Company (Delivery Warrants); Heywood and Middleton 
Water Board ; Islington and Euston Railway ; King’s Norton and North- 
field Urban District Tramways ; King’s Road Railway ; Leeds Churches ; 
Leeds Corporation (General Powers) ; Leeds Corporation Water ; Llanelly 
and Mynydd Mawr Railway ; Llanelly Harbour ; London, Brighton, and 
South Coast Railway ; London (City) School for Orphans of Freemen ; 
Lowestoft Corporation ; Lynton and Barnstaple Railway ; Manchester and 
Liverpool Electric Express Railway ; Manchester Corporation ; Manchester 


(Market Street Area) Improvements ; Mersey Docks and Harbour Board ; 


Milford Docks ; Neweastle-upon-Tyne and Gateshead Gas ; Newport (Isle 
of Wight) Gas ; New Swindon Gas ; Nitrate Railways Company ; North 
East London Railway; Nottingham Corporation; Oakham Water ; 
Omagh Gas ; Otley Gas ; Piccadilly and City Railway ; Portmadoc, Bedd- 
gelert, and South Snowdon Railway ; Poulton-le-Fylde Gas ; Prestatyn 
Water ; Rhymney and Aber Valleys Gas and Water ; Ripon Corporation ; 
Royal Exchange Assurance; Rugby Water and Improvement; St. 
Bartholomew's Hospital ; Salford Corporation ; Sheftield Corporation ; 
Shettield District Railway ; Shields Bridge ; Shrewsbury Gas ; Smethwick 
Corporation; South Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dever Rail- 
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ways ; South Essex Water ; Southport Water (Transfer) ; South Western 
and Isle of Wight Junction Railway : Stockport Corporation Water ; Strat- 
ton and Bude Gas; Stratton and Bude Improvement : Workworth Har 
bour; Weston-super-Mare Gas ; Wisbech Water 

And that thev have certified that the Standing Orders have not been 
complied with in the following cases, viz. :—Birmingham (City) Tram- 
ways; Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Railway ; Cowes Ferry ; Harro- 
gate Corporation ; Mersey Docks and Harbour Board (Canada Dock Works, 
ete.) ; Sutton-in-Ashfield Urban District (Water); Tyneside Tramways 
and Tramroads ; West and South London Junction Railway 


Private BILL Perivions [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT ComPLigD WIth). 
Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of 


Petitions tor Private Bills. That. in the case of the Petitions for the following 


Bills. originating in the Lords. the Standing Orders have not been com- 
plied with, viz. :—Birmingham (City) Tramways Bill [Lords]; Brompton 
and Piccadilly Circus Railway Bill [Lords]: Cowes Ferry Bill [Lords] : 
Harrogate Corporation Bill [Lords]: Mersey Docks and Harbour Board 
(Canada Dock Works. ete..) Bill [Lords]; | Sutton-in-Ashfield) Urban 
District (Water) Bill [Lords]; Tyneside ‘Tramways and Tramroads Bill 
Lords]; West and South London Junction Railway Bill | Lords}. 





Ordered, That the Report be referred to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders 


ALDEBURGIL CORPORATION (WATER).—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Pretyman and Mr. Stevenson 


ALDERSHOT GAs AND Water.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Bramston Beach and Mr. Jeffreys 


ALEXANDRA (NEWPORT AND SoutH WALES) Docks AND RaiLway.—Petition. 
and Bill ordered to be brought in hy Mr. M’*Kenna and Mr. Alfred Thomas 


Bing ey Urean Disrricr COoUNcIL.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Duncan and Mr. Alfred Hutton 


BLACKBURN CORPORATION. —Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Sir 
William Hornby and Sir William Coddington 


BLACKPOOL IMPROVEMENT.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Taylor and Mr. Helme 

BRADFORD CoRPORATION.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Captain 
Greville, Mr. Wanklyn, and Mr. Flower 

BRIGHTON CORPORATION.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Loder, Mr. Wentworth, and Sir Henry Fletcher .. 

British Gas Licur Compayy.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by 
Sir James Joicey and Mr. Skewes-Cox fe i 

British WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC AND MANUFACTURING CoMPANY.—Petition. 


and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. W. F. D. Smith and Mr. Carvill.. 


Burcess HILL WaTER.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Sir Henry 
Fletcher and Mr. Goschen 
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BURTON-UPON-TRENT CORPORATION.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Gretton and Mr. Radcliffe of uA “ ee 
Bury CORPORATION.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. James 
Kenyon, Mr. Mather, and Mr. Cawley vi ie 
Bury CORPORATION TRAMWAYS.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. James Kenyon, Mr. Mather, and Mr. Cawley.. i £5 
CALEDONIAN Evecrric Powrer.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by 
Sir Herbert Maxwell. Mr. Renshaw. Mr. Baird, Sir William Arrol, and Mr. 
Colville . i a - ae : 

(ALEDONIAN RaiLway.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Renshaw and Mr. Hozier 

CARDIFF CoRPORATION.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Sir 
Edward Reed and Mr. Alfred Thomas 

(ity OF LONDON (SPITALFIELDS MARKET).—Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Alban Gibbs, Sir Horatio Davies, and Sir Joseph 
Dimsdale . - 

CLEVELAND AND DuruAM County ELectric Power.--~Petition, and Bill ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Pike Pease, Sir Christopher Furness, Mr. John 
Wilson (Durham), and Mr. Lambton 

CLyDE VALLEY ELectRIcAL Powrr.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir John Stirling-Maxwell, Mr. Colville, Mr. John Baird, and Mr. 
Shaw-Stewart ee ; 

Conwyn Bay anp Co~twyn Uresan District Gas.—Petition, and Bill ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. George Kenyon and Mr. Herbert Roberts 

CRAWLEY GaAs.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Heywood 
Johnstone, Sir John Brunner, and Mr, Humphreys-Owen 


Cromer WateR.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Sir William 
Gurdon and Mr. Price .. 

Derpy CorporRaTION.—Petition. and Bill ordered to be brought in by Sir 
Thomas Roe, Mr. Bell, Mr. Victor Cavendish, Mr. Thomas Bayley, Mr. 
Jacoby, and Mr. ‘T. D. Bolton ss P , Ss 33 

DERBYSHIRE AND NOTTINGHAMSHIRE ELectric Power.—Petition, and Bill ordered 
to be brought in by Sir John Rolleston and Mr. T. D. Bolton. . 

Derwent VaLLey Water Boarp.—Petition. and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Thomas Roe, Mr. Broadhurst. Lord Henry Bentinck. and Mr. 
Stuart-Wortlev 

DevonPoRT CorRPORATION (GAs).—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Kearley and Mr. E. J.C. Morton .. 

Devonport Gas AND CoKke.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. E. J. C. Morton and Mr. Fletcher Moulton .. 

District MESSENGER AND THEATRE TICKET Company.—Petition. and Bill ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. W. F. D. Smith, Colonel Lockwood. Mr. Boulnois. 
Mr. Channing, Mr. Frederick Wilson, and Sir Thomas Esmonde 


Dorkinc Gas.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Skewes- 
Cox and Mr. Leigh-Bennett = - Be = < 
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Dvsiin CorPORATION (MARKETS, Erc.).—Pe et and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Claney, Mr. M’Cann, and Mr. Nannetti 


Dves.in (EQUALISATION OF RAtTES).—Petition, and Bill ordered to be ——- in 
by Mr. Clancy, Mr. Field, Mr. M’Cann, Mr. Mooney, and Mr. Nannetti .. 


DvBLIN St. JAMES’ GATE BREWERY TRAMWAYs.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Harrington, Mr. Nannetti, and Mr. M’Cann 


Ecc_es CorPoRATION.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Clare 
and Mr. Knowles 

FAIRFORD AND CIRENCESTER RatLway.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice and Sir John Aird 

Gas Ligut aNnD Coke Company.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in 
by Sir John Aird and Mr. Boulnois .. 

GATESHEAD AND District TRAMWays.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Atherley-Jones, and Mr. Lyttelton 


GLASGOW AND RENFREW District RAILWAY TRANSFER.—Petition, and Bill ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Renshaw and Mr. Parker Smith 


GLASGOW AND SoutH WESTERN RaiLway.-—Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Sir Herbert Maxwell, Mr. Baird, and Sir William Arrol 
GOLBORNE Gas.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Lord Balcarres 

and Mr. Tomlinson 
GRAVESEND GAs.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Alexander 
Brown and Captain Howard .. 


GREAT CENTRAL RatLway.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Henderson and Mr. Chapman 


Great Eastern Ratway.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by 
Colonel Lockwood and Mr. Penn 


GREAT NORTHERN RatLWay.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Jackson and Mr. Fison ¥ 


Great WEsTERN RaILWay.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
David M‘Iver and Mr. Brassey 
HARTLEPOOLS GAS AND WATER ‘TRANSFER.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be 


brought in by Sir Christopher Furness and Mr. Lambton 


HECKMONDWIKE Gas (TRANSFER).—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Whittaker and Mr. Oldroyd .. 


Honey Urpsan District Councin (GaAs).—Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Sir James Kitson and Sir James Woodhouse 


Hortey District Gas.——Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Alban Gibbs and Sir Joseph Dimsdale 


Hui, BarnsLey, AND West Ripinc Junction RaILWay AND Dock.—Petition, 
and Bill ordered to be brought in by Sir Seymour King, Mr. Firbank, 
Mr. Charles Wilson, and Sir James Woodhouse. . a c 


Humber CoMMERCIAL RaILWay anpd Dock.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Lord Willoughby de Eresby and Mr. Doughty es es 
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ILKESTON AND Heanor WATER Boarv.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Walter Foster and Mr. Victor Cavendish - "3 

InIsH PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by 
Sir James Haslett, Mr. Wolff, and Mr. John Gordon am us 


KetrerinG Ursan District WaTER.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Colonel Sackville and Mr. Channing 


Kincscourt, Keapy, AND ARMAGH RaAILWay.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Sir James Haslett and Mr. John Gordon 


KINGSTON-UPON HULL CorporaTION.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Firbank, Sir Henry Seymour King, Mr. Charles Wilson, and Sir 
James Woodhouse sia i ; 


LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAILWAY (DEaRNE VALLEY JUNCTION RAILWAyYs).— 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Sir William Hornby and Mr. 


Fielden .. ar - oe - an a «i ici 

LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE Rat~way (Various Powers).—Petition, and Bill 
ordered to be brought in by Sir William Hornby and Mr. Fielden 

LEATHERHEAD Gas.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. St. John 
Brodrick, Mr. Keswick, and Mr. Skewes-Cox = 

LLANDRINDOD WELLS Urpan District Counci, Water.—Petition, and Bill 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Edwards, Lieutenant-Colonel Pryce-Jones, 
and Mr. Charles Morley 

LLANDRINDOD WELLS WaTeR.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Bull and Sir Mancherjee Bhownaggree 

LONDON AND InpIA Docks (NEW Works).—Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Sir Joseph Dimsdale and Mr. Keswick 

LonpON AND NortH WESTERN RatLway.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Sir William Houldsworth, Colonel Lockwood, and Mr. 
Macartney 

LonpoN BripGe WIDENING.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Alban Gibbs, Sir Horatio Davies, and Sir Joseph Dimsdale ‘ 

Lonpon County CouNcIL (GENERAL Powers).—Petition, and Bill ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. Bond, Mr. Bull, and Colonel Legge 

LonDoN CouNTY COUNCIL (SPITALFIELDS MARKET).—Petition, and Bill ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Lough and Mr. John Burns 

LonpoN RIverRSIDE Fish MArket.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Alban Gibbs, Sir Horatio Davies, and Sir Joseph Dimsdale 


LONDON, TILBURY, AND SOUTHEND RAILway.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Round and Mr. Courtenay Warner 


LoNDON WATER (PURCHASE).—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Lough and Mr. John Burns a i x . se iS 

Long Eaton Gas.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be oe in by Mr. Bond 
and Mr. Gretton oa os ; : ts a ; 

MANSFIELD CORPORATION.—Petition, and Bill row" to be ween in by Mr. 
Markham, Lord Henry Bentinek, Sir Frederick Milner, and Mr. Thomas 
Bayley ws “n 
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METROPOLITAN Districr RAILWwAy.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in SH 
by Sir John Aird and Sir Charles Dalrymple if - .. 839 
METROPOLITAN ELectric SuppLy.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in So 
Mr. Frederick Harris and Sir Fortescue Flannery me % x sw 882 
METROPOLITAN RatLWAy.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Sot 
Nussey and Mr. M‘Laren - - - a an’ ye i «» Bea 
METROPOLITAN WATER COMPANIES (AMENDMENT OF AcTs).—Petition. and Bill STA 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Lough and Mr. John Burns .. a. Wan 


MipLAND RAILway.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Sir Frederick 


Mappin and Sir William Coddington - _ pe a4 ae = 833 STR 
Monp Gas.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Robinson, Mr. 
Walford Green, and Colonel Webb * s - 4 4 832 
Neato Harpour.-—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Brynmor 
‘ . ’ : STRC 
Jones and Mr. Samuel Evans Ks - 2 b. \e i 839 
Newry Port anp Harsour Trust.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought SWAL 
in by Colonel Saunderson, Mr. Macartney, Mr. Arehdale, Mr. M‘Cann, -y 
and Mr. Carvill 4: Be ee 5 re Bu ¥- - ., ‘R39 
ae : Wa) 
NortH British Ramway.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by 
the Earl of Dalkieth and Mr. Anstruther a i - e a, ee 
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NortH EAsTerN RatLway.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by 
Sir Joseph Pease. Sir James Kitson. and Mr. Wharton ae oe .. 32 
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NottinG Hitt Evectric Ligutinc.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought ( 
in by Mr. Stuart Samuel and Mr. Sinclair 5 ae a i 2. 5883 
- ‘ TEND! 
PaisLey PoLice AND PuBLIC I FaLtH.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought \ 
in by Sir William Dunn, Sir William Arrol, Mr. James M°’ ne and Mr. 
Wallace .. a - Pre a J 7 = ; 833 HAM 
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PeMBROKE Ursan District CounciL (COUNTY OF DUBLIN).—Petition. and Bill 
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RuyL IMprovemMent.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
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RicuMonD GaAs.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Sir Barrington 
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RICKMANSWORTH AND UxpripGe VALLEY Water.—Petition, and Bill ordered H 
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SHIREOAKS, LAUGHTON, AND Marry Raitway.—Petition, and Bill ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. Holland and Mr. Langley 


SOUTHAMPTON AND WINCHESTER GREAT WESTERN JUNCTION RAILWAY.—Petition, 
and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Mount and Mr. Arthur Morton 


SouTH METROPOLITAN GAS.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Banbury and Mr. Kimber 


STALYBRIDGE, Hype, Mossitey. AND DUKINFIELD TRAMWAYS AND ELECTRICITY 
Boarp.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. White Ridley, 
Mr. Cawley, Sir James Kitson, and Platt-Higgins. : 


STRATFORD-UPON-AVON, ‘TOWCESTER, AND MIDLAND JUNCTION, EAST AND WEST 
JUNCTION, AND EvesHaM, REDDITCH, AND STRATFORD-UPON-AVON JUNC- 
TION RAILWAY CoMPANIES.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in 
by Sir Joseph Dimsdale and Colonel Milward. 


strRoUD GAs.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Sir John Dorington 
and Mr. Agg-Gardner 

SWANAGE GAS AND WATER.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Sturt and Mr. James Bailey 


SWANSEA Harbour.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Sir George 
Newnes, Mr. Brynmor Jones, and Mr. Aeron Thomas 


fare VaLe Raitway.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Sir Edward 
Reed and Mr. D. A. Thomas 

fees VatLey Water Boarpb.-— Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by 
Colonel Sadler and Colonel Ropner ; 


fenDRING HUNDRED WaTER.—-Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Round and Mr. Alexander Brown 


lames Deer Water Dock.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Louis Sinclair and Mr. Fletcher Moulton 


fHaMes LIGHTERMEN.—Vetition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Alban 
Gibbs and Mr. Charles Wilson 


fHaMes Piers AND River Service.—Petition, and Billordered to be brought in 
by Mr. John Burns, Mr. Lough, and Mr. Whitmore 


lORRINGTON AND OKEHAMPTON RaiLway.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
hrought in by Mr. Lambert and Mr. Soares 


lorreNHAM AND HaAMpsteap JUNCTION RaiLWwAy. ~ Petition, and Bill ordered 
to he brought in by Sir Frederick Mappin and Mr. Penn 

WanLasey IMPROVEMENT.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Hoult and Mr, Charles M‘Arthur .. 


Wetts Corporation Water.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by 
‘fr. Henry Hobhouse and Mr. Dickinson 
Weis Warer.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Sir Alexander 
ANeland-Hood, Mr, Diekinson, and Mr, Henry Hobhouse 
Vest Cumpertanp Execrric Tramways,— Petition, and Bill ordered to be 
brought in by Mr, Helder, Colonel Bain, and Mr, Randles 
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West Surrey WaTER.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 

Seale-Hayne and Mr. Brassey ie ™ ss Ks 


WOLVERHAMPTON AND CANNOCK CHASE RaILWay.—Petition, and Bill ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Charles Shaw and Mr. Walford Green 


WoLVERHAMPTON CORPORATION WATER.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Henry Fowler, Sir Alfred Hickman, and Mr. Norman 


YORKSHIRE ELectric Power.—Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Fison, Mr. Gladstone, Mr. Jackson. and Mr. Beckett : a 


C'AMBRIAN RAILways.—Petition 


tor Bill; referred to the Select Committee 
on Standing Orders ie iB Bs a 


ScakporouGH Evectrric TRAMWAyYs.—Petition for Bill; referred to the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders Fi, 


SoutH YORKSHIRE ELEcTRIC Power.—Petition for Bill ; referred to the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders rae 7 


SPANDING OrbERS.—Ordered. That the Select Committee on Standing Orders 
do consist of thirteen Members :—Sir John Brunner, Sir William Cod- 
dington, Mr. John Edward Ellis, Sir Thomas Esmonde, Dr. Farquharson, 
Mr. Halsey. Mr. Humphreys-Owen, Mr. James Lowther. Sir James Rankin, 
Mr. William Redmond, Sir Mark M’Taggart Stewart, Mr. Whitmore, and 
Mr. Wodehouse, were accordingly nominated Members of the Committee. 
(Mr. Halsey.) 


PETITIONS. 
Beer Bitt.—Petition from York, in favour; to lie upon the Table 
ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (HIGHER GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUATION SCHOOLS). 


Petitions for alteration of Law, from  Weston-super-Mare : Goole ; 
Merthyr Tydfil; Folkestone ; and Long Eaton ; to lie upon the Table 


Pook LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION Act, 1896.—Petitions tor alteration 
of Law. from Salford ; and Folkestone ; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SuNDAY. BiILL.——Petition from Camden 


Town, in favour; to lie upon the Table .. 


JouN ARMSTRONG AND OTHERS V2 JOHN SCURRAH RANDLES. A Petition of 
Thomas Wootton, Solicitor, for leave to the proper Officer of the House to 
attend a trial and produce documents and give evidence in the High Court 
of Justice. Leave to the proper officer to attend accordingly 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS.-~ Return ordered, * of the Shorthand Writers’ Notes 
of the Evidence which has been or may be taken at the trial of Election Peti- 
tions under the Acts relating thereto since the last General Election and 
during the present Session of Parliament : together with a Copy of the Short- 
hand Writers’ Notes of the Judgments delivered by the Judges selected 
for the trial of Election Petitions, in pursuance of the said Acts ; and Copies 
of Special Cases reserved and of all Election Petitions. ——(.Wr. Attorney 
General.) .. 


RMY (MiLiTaRY Forces IN SouTH AFRIcA).—Copy presented, of Return of 
Military Forces in South Africa [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


R36 


836 


S30 


837 


i9 4) 
Os 
—T 





Be 


Gr 


Pr 


STI 


Cos 


ARI 


Pur 


R36 


836 


836 


R30 


836 


837 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. CXxxl 


February 22.] 

Army (SouTH AFRICA) (CORRESPONDENCE. )-—Copy presented, of Correspondence 
between Field Marshai Lord Roberts, Commanding-in-Chief South African 
Field Force, and Acting-Commandant-General Botha, dated 12th, 13th, 
14th, and 15th June, 1900 [bv Command]; to lie upon the Table 


Roya Niger Company.—Account presented, of the Money expended and 
horrowed and the Securities created under the Royal Niger Company Act. 
1899, during the year ended 31st March, 1900, with the Report of the 


Comptroller and Auditor General thereon [by Act]; to le upon the 


Table, and to be printed. |No. 39.| 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899.—Copy presented, of 
Report by the Chairman of Committees of the House of Lords and the 
Chairman of Ways and Means in the House of Commons under the Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899 [by Act]; to le upon the Table 


Paper LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK ASSISTANT.—Controverted Elections. 
—-Return relative thereto [ordered 22nd February : Mr. Attorney General}. 


QUESTIONS. 


SouTH AFRICAN WAR—RECRUITING IN AUSTRALIA FOR SOUTH AFRICAN POLICE 
ForcEs.—Question, Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.): Answer, The Secretary of 
State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) : 

Civin APPOINTMENTS AT THE CAPE—Question, Mr. John Elhs (Nottingham 
shire, Rushcliffe) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 

Boer MuRDER OF Esau AT CALVINIA.—Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, EK.) : Answer. 
The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 

GENERAL COLVILE’S RECALL.—Questions, Mr. Mansfield (Lincolnshire, Spald- 
ing), Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.), and Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett (Shet- 
field, Ecclesall) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick ae : 

PROHIBITION OF ENGLISH Papers UN CAPE CoLONY.—Questions, Mr. John 
Campbell (Armagh. 8.), Mr. Dillon, Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.), and Mr. 
Flavin : Answers, Mr. Brodrick re = - KE 


Pay OF SOLDIERS AT THE FRONT.—-Question, Mr. Dillon ; Answer Mr. Brodrick 
Farm Bcurninc.-Question. Mr. Dillon; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


HospITaL CoMMIssION—CASE OF CAPTAIN SHIPWITH, R.A— (Questions. Major 
Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford) and Mr. Burdett-Coutts (Westminster) ; Answers, 
Mr. Brodrick ae i am - 


STRENGTH OF THE Bork FoRCES— NUMBER OF PRISONERS. —~- Question, Mr. 
Atherley-Jones (Durham, N.W.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


Cost OF THE,WAR.—Question, Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs) ; Answer, 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M, Hicks Beach, Bristol. W.} 


ARBITRATION— ALLEGED OFFER OF MEDIATION FROM THE GERMAN EMPEROR. 
(Juestion, Mr. William Redmond ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs (Viscount Cranborne, Rochester) 


PURCHASES OF Horsks.—Questions, Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett, Captain Donelan 
(Cork, E.), Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny), Colonel Sandys (Lancashire. 
Bootle), and Mr. Philipps (Pembrokeshire) ; Answers, The Financial Secre- 
tary to the War Office (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) 
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PAGET'S Horse- ARRANGEMENTS FOR RECRUITS AT ALDERSHOT.— Question. Mr. 
Bartley (Islington, N.); Answer, Lord Stanley 


(FERMAN GUNS FOR THE ARMY.--Question, Mr. John Campbell ; Answer, Lord 
Stanley , . - we 


(FERMAN SADDLES FOR THE ARMY.—Q)uestion, Mr. Flavin ; Answer. Lord Stanley 


BARRACK FURNITURE.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent (Sheftield. Central) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


COMMITTEE ON YEOMANRY CAVALRY.—-Question, Mr. W. FD. Smith (Strand) ; 


Answer. Mr. Brodrick 


THe Wark OFFICE AND INVENTIONS. —Question, Sir Howard Vincent ; Answer, 
Lord Stanley - 

VOLUNTEER OFFICERS—SCHOOLS OF  INSTRUCTION.—Question, Sir Howard 
Vincent : Answer, Lord Stanley 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION—-COMPARATIVE Cost OF CIVIL AND MILITARY WorK.— 
Question, Captain Norton ; Answer, Lord Stanley st 

Minitary Brer Contracts IN DuBLIN.—Question. Mr. Field (Dublin. St. 
Patrick's) ; Answer, Lord Stanley ‘ , “i 4 

ARMY VEGETABLE CONTRACTS.—Question, Mr. Flavin ; Answer, Lord Stanley... 

WaTER-TUBE BoiLers—OCEAN ‘TRIALS.—Questions, Sir Fortescue Flannery 
(Yorkshire, W.R., Shipley), Sir James Joicey (Durham, Chester-le-Street), 
Mr. William Allan (Gateshead), and Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; 
Answers. The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast. W.) 

NavaAL Roman CATHOLIC CHAPLAINS.—Questions, Mr. William Redmond. Mr. 
Dillon, and Captain Donelan ; Answers, Mr. Arnold-Forster . . ; 

WaGEs IN GOVERNMENT Dockyarbs.—Question, Mr. Kearley (Devonport) ; 
Answer, The Civil Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge) - a be, aM Ms x - 

NEW ADMIRALTY BUILDINGS.—Question, Mr. Whitmore (Chelsea); Answer. 
The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Akers Douglas. Kent. St. Augus- 
tine s) <m os oe es oe — o8 ° 

THE WaimMaA INCIDENT APPOINTMENT OF ARBITRATORS.—Question, Sir Charles 
Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean); Answer, Viscount Cranborne. . 

Nortie SEA FISHERIES-—INTERNATIONAL CONVENTIONS.-—Questions. Sir Albert 
Rollit (Islington. S.) and Mr. Gibson Bowles ; Answer. Viscount Cranhorne 

VabLve or PUBLICANS) LICENCES.-CQuestion, Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee 
Answer. Sir M. Hicks Beach 

(CRUELTY IN CAPTURING SONG Birbs.—Question. Mr. Alexander Cross (Glasgow, 
Camlachie) ; Answer. The Secretary of State for the Home Department 
(Mr, Ritchie, Croydon) 

Minitary Ap to THE Civit Power —Locat Ltapiuity. (Question, Mr. D. A, 
Thamas (Merthyr Tydvil); Answer, Mr, Ritchie 


CAPITAL PUNISHMENT—Cask OF ROSE SUMNER, «Question, Mr. John Campbell ; 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie - ms 
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BurIAL Laws CONSOLIDATION.— Question, Mr. Goddard —. ; Answer, The 
Secretary to the Local Government Board - Grant Lawson, York- 
shire, N.R., Thirsk) 

RoyaL Parks—Cost OF MAINTENANCE.—Question, Mr. ‘T. M. Healy ; Answer, 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Wor- 
cestershire, E.) 


ASSISTANTS OF EXCISE—AGE Limits.—Question, Mr. Patrick O'Brien ; Auswer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain 

MAIDSTONE ELECTION Petition. —Question, Mr. Disraeli (Cheshire, Altrincham) 
Answer, The Attorney General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Burghs) .. 


LIMERICK LUNATIC ASYLUM—RATE IN Alp FOR PAUPER [NMATES.—()uestion, 
Mr. Lundon (Limerick, E.); Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland 
(Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 

INNISHOWEN DISTRICT CouncIL—GRaNT | FOR La ABOURERS Corr AGES.— Question, 
Mr. O'Doherty (Donegal, N.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


PORTNALING (Co. DONEGAL) FIsHING INDUSTRY. eens Mr. O'Doherty ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham o ; - i 2 - 


RoMAN CATHOLIC MAGISTRATES.-—Question, Mr. ©’Doherty ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham ne 


IRISH NATIONAL EpucATION—TEACHERS’ SALARIES AND RESIDUAL GRANT.— 
Question, Mr. Thomas O’ Donnell (Kerry, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham .. 
JUbICIAL RENTS ON CouNTY MONAGHAN EstTaTes.—Question, Mr. Daly — 


ghan, 5.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

DISTRIBUTION OF SEEDS TO [RISH FaRMEKsS.—(Question, Mr. O'Mara (Kilkenny. 
S.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

NEWBRIDGE Port, Co. DongGaL-—Question, Mr. O'Doherty ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham ; 

INNISHOWEN COUNCIL AND CompuLsoryY LAND PUuRCHASE~—(Question, Mr. 
O'Doherty ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

LABOURERS ACTS—DELAYS IN COMPLETING SCHEMES.—Question, Mr. Cullinan 
(Tipperary, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

LOANS TO IRISH FISHERMEN.—Question, Mr. Clancy (Dublin Co., N.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham 

Davip Finuay’s Estare, Cavan.—Question. Mr. M’Govern (Cavan, W.) 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

PROCLAIMED LEAGUE MEETING AT FoxForp.—Questions, Mr. Dillon and Mr. 
Flynn (Cork, N.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

Fair Rent ApPLications— DELAY.— Questions, Mr. Cullinan and Mr. Clancy ; 
Answers, Mr. Wyndham ; 


Topacco CULTIVATION IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. John Campbell : Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham 


GRANAKD PosTAL ARRANGEMENTS. Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longtord, N.) 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 

NortH TYRONE PosTaL ARRANGEMENTS.— (Question, Mr. Hemphill (Lyrone, .) ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 5 
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Fish CULTURE— EXPERIMENTAL ESTABLISHMENT.—Question, Mr. Norman (Wol- 


verhampton. N.): Answer. Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


ARDAGH NATIONAL SCHOOL-- BUILDING EstTIMATes. Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; 


Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 

SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTIONS.-Questions, Sir EK. Ashmead-Bartlett and Mr. 
Gibson Bowles; Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. 
Balfour, Manchester. E.) 

THE Royal DECLARATION AGAINST ROMAN CATHOLICISM.—-Questious, Mr. ‘Tl. M. 
Healy and Mr. Wilham Redmond: Answers. Mr. A. J. Balfour 

PENSIONS FOR AGED AND DESERVING Poor.—Question, Mr. Herbert Lewis : 
Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Cost OF THE CORONATION.— Questions, Mr. John Campbell and Mr. Flavin : 


Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


NEW WRIT FOR THE BOROUGH OF MAIDSTONE -- 


Motion made. and Question proposed 
"That Mr. Speaker do issue his warrant to the Clerk of the Crown 

to make out a new writ tor the electing of a Member to serve in this 
present Parhament for the Borough of Maidstone, in the room of John 
Barker, esquire. whose election has been declared to be void.”—(Mr. 
Herbert Gladstone.) 

Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne) 

Mr. Henry Hobhouse (Somersetshire. E.) 


Amendment proposed— 

’ To leave out all the words from the word* That. to the end of the 
(Juestion, in order to add the words ‘ no new writ forthe electing of a 
Member to serve in this present Parliament for the Borough of Maid- 
stone ought to be issued until the House is in possession of the printed 
evidence and judgment taken by the deputies of the shorthand writer 
of the House of Commons.” “—(CMr. Caine.) 


(Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be lett out stand part 
of the Question.” 


Discussion : 

Sir F. Dixvon-Hartland | ae Urhridge) 

Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, . : o 

The ~amsede General (Nir aS F. inlay, haveinen ss Burghs) 

Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, f.) os 

Major Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford) oe 

Mr. John Ellis ( Nottinghamshire, Rusheliffe) 

Mr. Stuart Wortley (Shefpeld, Hallam) 

Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling oe : fe 7”. b 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester. [.) 
Mr. James Lowther (Kent. Thanet) 

Sir Robert Finlay _ . 

Mr. Blake (Longford, 8.) = 

Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 
Mr. Wallace (Perth) 
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Mr. Bartley (Islington, VN.) .. ” me re .. 896 
870 Sir J. Fergusson (Manchester, Nh.) . ie ar a .. 897 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) 48 3 . is rr .. 898 
870 Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 224: Noes, 157. (Division List No. 7.) 
879 Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Ordered, That Mr. Speaker do issue his warrant to the Clerk of the Crown 
at to make out a new writ for the electing of a Member to serve in this 
i present Parliament for the Borough of Maidstone, in the room of John 
Barker, esquire, whose election has been declared to be void. 
S74 
NEW BILLS. 
Sid ’ ‘ ; 
OLD AGE PENSIONS (No. 4). — Bill to confer Pensions upon aged persons, ordered 
to be brought in by Sir Fortescue Flannery, Sir James Rankin, Sir Albert 
Rollit, Mr. Flower, Mr. Bousfield, Colonel Denny, Mr. Carlile, Mr. Roth- 
schild, Mr. Sinclair, and Sir Howard Vincent. 
Old Age Pensions (No. 4) Bill.‘ To confer Pensions upon aged persons, ” 
presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Wednes- 
day next, and to be printed. [Bill 57.] .. “s $s a a .. 901 
MERCHANDISE Marks ACT (1887) AMENDMENT. ~ Bill to amend the Merchandise 
Marks Act, 1887, ordered to be brought in by Sir Howard Vincent, Majo 
Rasch, Colonel Brookfield, Mr. Field, and Mr. Seton-Karr. 
S75 Merchandise Marks Act (1887) Amendment Bill. “‘I'o amend the 
S77 Merchandise Marks Acts. 1887," presented, and read the first time: to 
be read a second time upon Thursday, 7th March, and to he printed. 
[Bill 58.) .. 4 - ‘ ‘ = - é ‘3 " .. 9 
CONVEYANCE OF CYCLES. ~Bill to provide greater facilities for the Conveyance 
of Cycles by Railway in the United Kingdom, ordered to be brought in by 
Sir Howard Vincent. Mr. Herbert Gladstone, Sir Albert Rollit. and Major 
Evans-Gordon. 
Conveyance of Cycles Bill.—‘'To provide greater facilities for the Con- 
veyance of Cycles by Railway in the United Kingdom.” presented, and 
read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Thursday, 7th Mareh. 
and to be printed. [Bill 59. | ss fi - 45 nd ~ .. 903 
PuBLic TRUSTEE AND ExecuTor.— Bill for the prevention of fraud upon widows 
79 and orphans by the appointment of a Public Trustee and Executor, and 
80 the amendment of the Judicial Trustees Act, 1896, ordered to be brought 
80 in by Sir Howard Vincent, Mr. Henry David Greene. Mr. Howard. and 
82 Colonel Tufnell. 
85 : ' , ‘ 
84 Public Trustee and Executor Bill.-‘“ For the prevention of fraud upon 
84 widows and orphans by the appointment of a Public Trustee and Executor. 
85 and the amendment of the Judicial Trustees Act, 1896,” presented, and 
84 read the first time; to be read asecond time upon Thursday, 7th March, 
89 and to be printed. [Bill 60.} me ibe - 7 Re o .. 903 
4 TEACHERS OF Music (REGISTRATION).—Bill for the registration of ‘Teachers of 
J2 Music, ordered to be brought in by Colonel Brookfield, Mr. Agg-Gardner, Sir 
“2 William Houldsworth, Mr. Alban Gibbs, Sir John Brunner, and Sir Thomas 
4 Roe. 
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Teachers of Music (Registration) Bill.--*‘ For the registration of ‘Teachers 
of Music,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday. 6th Mareh, and to be printed. [Bill 61.1 


BeNEFICES.—- Bill to amend the law relating to Keclesiastical Benefices, ordered 
to be brought in by Major Rasch, Mr. Vieary Gibbs, Colonel Tufnell. and 
Mr. Banbury. 


Benefices Bill. “‘To amend the law relating to Ecclesiastical Benetices,” 
presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Wednes- 
day, 27th March, and to be printed. [Bill 62.| 


MepicaL Act (1858) Exrension.— Bill to extend the provisions of the Medical 
Act, 1858, ordered to be brought in by General Laurie, Mr. Rothschild, Sir 
Mancherjee Bhownaggree, Colonel Wyndham Murray, Sir James Fergts- 
son, and Mr. Middlemore. 


Medical Act (1858) Extension Bill... ‘To extend the provisions of the 
Medical Aet. T858.° presented. and read the first time: to be read the 
second time upon Wednesday next. and to be printed. {Bill 65.| 


CoLONIAL Marriaces.— Bill to legalise certain Colonial Marriages, ordered to 
he brought in by General Laurie, Sir William Dunn, Mr. Lyttelton, Sir 
Barrington Simeon. Mr. Paulton, Mr. Rothschild. and Captain Jessel. 


Colonial Marriages Bill, “lo Iegalise certain Colonial Marriages,” pré 
sented. and read the first time: to be read a second time upon Wednesday 
next, and to he printed. | Bill H4.| 

WorRKMEN S Hoses Tenure. — Bill to make provision with respect to the tenure 
of the Houses of Workinen in certain employments. ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Colville. Mr. Douglas. Mr. Caldwell. and Mr. Bell. 


Workmen’s Houses Tenure Bill. “To make provision with respect to 
the Tenure of the Houses of Workmen in certain employments.” presented. 
and read the first time: to be read a second time upon Wednesday next, 


and to be printed. [Bill 65.] 
iCRCH DI . —bill to amend the Chureh Discipline Act, 1840, and the 
Public Worship Regulation Act, 1874, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 


Charles M’Arthur, Mr. David Maelver, Mr. Mellor, Mr. Seton-Karr, Mr. 
Brand, and Sir John Willox. 


Church Discipline Bill,—‘‘lo amend the Church Discipline Act, 1840, and 
the Public Worship Regulation Act, 1874,” presented, and read the first 
time: to be read a second time pon Wednesday, Sth June. and to be 
printed. | Bull 66. | 

ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO H 

Day's Debate: 

Order read for resuming Adjourned Debate on Main Question |14th Feb 
ruary |. * That an humble Address be presented to His Majesty, as 
followeth : 

Fi 


is Masgesty’s Mosr Gractous Sprecu.—-Seventh 


st (iracious Sovereign, 

“We. Your Majesty's most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons 
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament 
assembled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty lor 
the Gracious Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses 
of Parliament.’ - (Vr. lorster.) 


Question again proposed. 
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IRISH GRIEVANCES. 


Mr. William O Brien (Cork) - 
Mr. Burke (Nina's County, Tullamore) 


Amendment proposed— 


“ At the end of the Question to add the words, “ Humbly to repre- 
sent to Your Majesty that this House has observed that a combination 
of the agricultural classes in Ireland has been formed, under the name 
of the United Irish League, with the object of accomplishing reforms 
which alone, in the opinion of nine-tenths of the constitutional repre- 
sentatives of Ireland, can arrest the continued depopulation of that 
country and the decay of its only great national industry. ‘These re- 
forms being, first, the creation of an occupying proprietary in substitu- 
tion for the present unsettled and vexatious system of dual ownership 
of land; and, secondly, the utilisation of extensive tracts, at present 
lying practically waste in the congested districts, for the purpose of 
supplying holdings of sufficient extent to a hard-working and deserving 
population. who for want of land are compelled to live in a condition 
of chronic privation and even famine on the borders of those fertile de- 
populated areas ; that the movement which has been carried on for the 
past three years for the promotion of these objects has been marked by 
the disappearance of those crimes of violence and secret conspiracies which 
were used to the discredit of all former agrarian combinations in Ireland, 
and the League, basing itself on the principle that its struggle is in 
the nature of a great economic industrial dispute between the tillers of the 
soil on the one side and the rent-owners supported by a vast capital and 
territorial influence on the other, has relied for success upon those com- 
binations for mutual protection and appeals to publie opinion which 
the trades union laws have expressly authorised in the case of disputes 
between capital and labour of a non-agricultural character ; that, never- 
theless, this House has observed that the forces of the Crown have been 
unconstitutionally employed, and public justice has been polluted in the 
interest of one of the parties to the dispute ; that the right of public meet- 
ing has been capriciously suppressed ; that prosecutions for conspiracy 
and Whiteboyism have been instituted in reference to open and advised 
appeals to public opinion and measures of mutual protection, which are 
indisputably within the right of trades unions in ordinary industrial 
struggles; that the power of contempt of court has been unconsti 
tutionally and oppressively abused for the purpose of inflicting prolonged 
sentences of imprisonment without trial; that the right of trial by jury 
has been outraged by the systematic exclusion trom the jury box of 
all jurors sharing the politics or creed of the accused, and the empannelling 
of juries composed exclusively of sympathisers with the territorial class ; 
that the liberty of the press in Ireland has been assailed, and influential 
organs of opinion prosecuted in the endeavour to silence public comment 
on this iniquitous system ; that grievous and vindictive fines have been 
exacted from districts obnoxious to the landlord interest by means of 
charges for extra police quartered upon peaceful populations, and that 
the people of Ireland have been subjected to divers others the like cruel 


oppressions and provocations. And humbly to represent to Your 


Majesty that it being of the highest constitutional import to encourage 
the Irish people to seek the redress of their grievances by the fullest free- 
dom of speech and of combination which is warranted by the example 
of the trades unions of Great Britain, this House is of opinion that the 
attacks at present directed by the Executive against the rights of free 
speech and of combination in Ireland should cease, and that the legis- 
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lation protecting the trades unions in the exercise of their rights of 
combination against capital and non-union labour should be extended 
to all agricultural combinations of a similar character in that country. " 
Mr. William O'Brien.) 


Question proposed. * That those words be there added.” 
Discussion : 
Mr. UO Doherty (Donegal, Ss ‘ 7 


Attention called to the tact on forty a were not present (Mr 
John Campbell). House counted, and. forty Members being 
found present 


Mr. J. BP. Farrell (Longford, N.) or ‘6 — as as v« BS] 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) - si i es és .. 938 
The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 940 
Mr. T. P. OConnor (Liverpool, Scotland) “2 - . .. 949 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) oe .. 956 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) i? = ~ Si i .. 964 


(Juestion put. 

The House divided :—Ayves. 109; Noes, 203. (Division List No. 8.) 
Main Question proposed. 

Debate arising ; and it being after midnight, the debate stood adjourned. 
Debate to be resumed upon Monday next. 


Wipows AND ORPHANS OF SOLDIERS AND SAlLors.—Resolved, That it is expedient 
that a Select Committee of Five Members of this House be appointed to 
join with a Committee of the Lords to consider the various charitable 
agencies now in operation, and the funds available, or which can properly 
be made available, for relieving Widows and Orphans of Soldiers and Sailors, 
with a view to ensuring that the funds subscribed by local and private 
benevolence are applied to the best advantage in supplementing a scheme 
of Goverument pensions for Widows and Orphans of Soldiers and Sailors 
who have lost their lives in war. 


Message to the Lords to acquaint them therewith.—(S/r William 
Walrond.) aa sis < »s ae e, < “yee = Gog 


ADJOURNMENT.—Motion made, and Question, “That this House do now ad- 
journ till Monday next “~—(Sir William Walrond)—put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve of the clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 25TH FEBRUARY, 1901. 


EARLDOM OF NorroLK.— Cross Petition of Henry Duke of Nortolk. Earl of 
Surrey, Earl of Norfolk, Lord Maltravers, Lord Fitzalan of Clin and 
(swaldestre, and Earl Marshal and Hereditary Marshal of England. 
Knight of the most Honourable Order of the Garter, praying (1) That 
he may be permitted to appear before their Lordships. hy his eounsel and 
agents. to be heard on the petition ot Charles Botolph Joseph, Lord Mow- 
bray, Lord Segraye. and Baron and Lord Stourton of Stourton, presented 
on the 21st of this instant February ; and (2) That their Lerc ships will be 
pleased to signify to the Petitioner wheter or not their Lor ships will 
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require him, under the circumsta:c¢es of the case, to lodge a printed case 
ard to produce evidence of his descent frou, Thomas Earlot Arundel and 
Surrey, in 1644 tothe present time, in order to | rove his title to the Larldom 
of Norfolk, alleged to have been conterred on the said ‘lhomas in 1644; 
read, and referred to the Committee for Privileges 


Her LATE MAJESTY THE QUEEN.-—The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House 
that he had received from the Portuguese Minister the report of the pro- 
ceedings in the House of Peers of Portugal relating to the vote of con- 
dolence on the death of Her late Majesty, Queé n Victoria 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS, 


Arlesey Gas Bill [#.1.]; Aspatria, Silloth, and District Water Bill {ut | 
Barrow-in-Furness eae ee Bill [u.L.}; Belfast Harbour Bill [HL |; 
Bethlem Hospital Bill [#1]; Bolton Corporation Bill [ut]; Bourne 
mouth Corporation Bill [H.L.]; Bridewell Hospital Bill) [H.L.); Bristol 
Corporation Cemetery Bill [H.L.]: Bristol Corporation (Docks and Rail- 
ways, ete.) Bill [H.1.]; Broadstairs and St. Peter's Water and Improve- 
ment Bill [H.L.]; Charing Cross, Hanunersmith, and District Electric 
Railway Bill [u.L.]; Chesterfield Improvement Bill [i.L.]; Christ's 
Hospital (London) Bill [t.t.]; City and North East Suburban Electric 
Railway Bill [Hu]: Cowes Ferry Bill [iit.]; Doneaster Tithe Trust Bill 


[ut]: Dover Corporation Bill [W.t.]: Dover Harbour Bill[un.} Polke 
stone Corporation Bill [it.): Handsworth Urban District Council Bill 
lHL.]: Harrogate Corporation Bill [ii.|; Harrogate Water Bill [u.v. | 
Henry Diaper and Company (Delivery Warrants) Bill [i.u.|: Heywood 


and Middleton Water Board Bill [u.u.|; Islington and Euston Railway 
Bill [H.L.]; King’s Norton and Northtield Urban District Tramways Bill 
[H.L.]: King’s Road Railway Bill [H.1.]; Leeds Churches Bill [u...| ; Leeds 
Corporation (General Powers) Bill [1.1.]; Leeds Corporation Water Fill 
[u.L. |: Llanelly Harbour Bill [H.L.]: London (City) School for Orphans of 
Freemen Bill [u.L.]; Lowestoft Corporation Bill [H.L.|; Manchester and 
Liverpool Electric Express Railway Bill [H.1.]; Mane hester Corporation 
Bill [u.L.]: Mersey Docks and Harbour Board Bill [1.t.]; Mersey Docks 
and Harbour Board (Canada Dock Works, ete.) Bill ea: North-East 
London Railway Bill eae : Nottingham Corporation Bill [H.L.]; Oakham 
Water Bill [H.L.|; Piceadilly and City Railway Bill |n.L.]: Poulton-le-Fylde 
Gas Bill [1.1.]; Prestatyn Water Bill [u.1. i Ripon Corporation Bill [#-1. | ; 
Rugby Water and Improveme nt Bill [H.1.]; St. Bartholomew's Hospital 
Bill [H.L.] ; Salford Corporation Bill [H.1.. | : Shefticid Corporation Bill [H.L. |: 
Shields Bridge Bill [#.1.]; Smethwick Corporation Bill [11.L.]; Southport 
Water (Transfer) Bill [H.1.]; Stockton Corporation Water Bill [HL] ; 
Stratton and Bude Improvement Bill [#.1.|; Sutton-in-Ashfield Urban 
District (Water) Bill an |}: Warkworth Harbour Bill [H.1.|.—-Presented, 
and read 1. = ~ i a ee oa 


Aire and Calder hein Bill [tiu.); Albion Steam Coal “etd 
Bill [H.L.]; Alfreton Gas Bill [11.1..] ; Bath Gas L ight and Coke Bill [H.L. 
Bideford and Clovelly Railway (Abandonment) bill [1-L.| ; Srataians 
(City) Traniways Bill [H.1.]; Bristol, Clifton, and West of England Zoolo- 
gical pape Bill [w.0.]; Brompton and Piceadilly Cireus Railway Bill 
[Ht | |; Cardiff Railw: w Bill [w.i.}: Central London Railway bill |... 
Charing Cross. Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. 1) Bill [H.1.| ; Charing 
Cross, Euston, and I: amipstead Railway (No. 2) bill [H.L.|; Chester Gas 
Bill [H.L.] ; City and Brixton Railway Bill [H.L.|; City and South gon sen 
Railway Bill [1.1]; Dover Gas Bill [ut.|; E “ee Gas Bill [u.1.]; Faver- 
sham Water Bill [1.1.|; Freshwater, Yarmouth, and Newport Railway 
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Bill [H.L.] ; Great Southern and Western Railway Bill [H.1.]: Llanelly and 
Mynydd Mawr Railway Bill [H.L.]; London, Brighton, and South Coast 
Railway Bill [#.L.|; Lynton and Barnstaple Railway Bill [1.1]; Neweastle- 
upon-Tyne and Gateshead Gas Bill [H.L.]; Newport (Isle of Wight) Gas 
Bill [u.1.]; New Swindon Gas Bill [H.1.]; Nitrate Railways Company Bill 
[H.L.]; Omagh Gas Bill [H.L.]; Otley Gas Bill [H.L.]|—Presented ; read 
1“, and referred to the Examiners .. Pi - - 


Rhymney and Aber Valleys Gas and Water Bill [u.1.); Royal Ex- 
change Assurance Bill [tL]; Sheftield District Gas Bill [11.1.|; Shrews- 
bury Gas Bill [tet.|: South Eastern and London, Chatham. and Dover 
Railway Bill [u.t.]; South Essex Water Bill [H.1.]; South Western and 
Isle of Wight Junction Railway Bill [#.1.]; Weston-super-Mare Gas Bill 
[H.L.]: Wisbech Water Bill [H.1.].—Presented ; read 1, and referred to the 
Examiners is - <“ - iis ro va 


STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE.—-Appointed: The Lords tollowing, with the 
Chairman of Committees, were named of the Committee :—D. Bedtord, 
D). Marlborough, D. Northumberland, M. Lansdowne, E. Derby, E. Den- 
bigh, EK. Chesterfield, E. Jersey, E. Lauderdale, E. Waldegrave, kL. Cadogan, 
KE. Howe. E. Amherst, I. Caniperdown, E. de Montalt, Ek. Carrington, F. 
Crewe, V. Sidmouth, V. Knutsiord, V. Ridley, L. Clinton, L. Zouche ot 
Haryngworth, L. Balfour, L. Boyle (LE. Cork and Urrery), L. Ribblesdale. 
L. Churchill, L. Colchester, L. Wigan (2. Crawford), L. Poltimore, L. 
Kintore (2. A intore), L. Belper, L. Brougham and Vaux, L. Fermanagh 
(£. Erne), L. Sudley (2. Arran), L. de Vesci (V. de Vesei), L. Herries, 1. 
Monkswell, L. Colville of Culross, L. Welby, L. Ludlow. — All Petitions re- 
lating to Standing Orders which shall be presented during the present 
Session referred to the Committee unless otherwise ordered 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETUC. 


SoutH Arrica.—l. Supplementary Despatches; LI. ‘Telegram trom Sir A. 
Milner to the Seeretary of State for War, relating to reported outrage on 
Esau at Calvinia 


TREATY SERIES No. 3 (1901). Accession of the Kingdom of Sweden to the 
Venice Sanitary Convention of 19th March, 1897, and to the Declaration 
additional thereto of 24th January, 1900. (9th December, 1900) 


MILK AND CREAM Re&GULATIONS.—Report of the Departmental Comittee 
appointed by the Board of Agriculture to inquire and report upon the 
desirability of regulations under Section 4 of the Sale of Food and Drugs, 
Act, 1899, tor milk and cream ; with Minute appointing the Committee 


STATISTICS.—Statistical Tables relating to the Colonial and other Possessions ot 
the United Kingdom. Part XXILI. for the years 1897-98 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


INEBRIATES RETREATS (RULES AS TO MANAGEMENT).—Regulations made with 
the approval of the Secretary of State for the Home Department for the 
domestic management of the Corngreaves Hall Retreat, licensed as a 
retreat under the Inebriates Acts, 1879-1899. Laid betore the House 
(pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the ‘lable 
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CHARITABLE AGENCIES FOR THE RELIEF OF WIDOWS AND ORPHANS OF SOLDIERS 
AND SAILoRS.—-Message from the Commons, That they have come to the 
following resolution to which they desire the concurrence of this House, 


viz. :—* That it is expedient that a Select Committee of five Members of 


their House be appointed to join with a Committee of the Lords to consider 


the various charitable agencies now in operation, and the funds available 
for relieving widows and orphans of soldiers and sailors, with a view to 
insuring that the funds subscribed by local and private benevolence are 
applied to the best advantage in supplementing a scheme of Government 
Pensions for widows and orphans of soldiers and sailors who have lost their 
lives in war.” 


The said Message to be taken into consideration on Friday next 


STANDING COMMITTEE.—Ordered, That a Standing Committee be appointed for 
the consideration of such Public Bills as may be committed to it by the 
House 

(COMMITTEE OF SELECTION FOR THE STANDING COMMITTEE.—Appointed : The 
Lords following, with the Chairman of Committees, were named of the 
Committee :—E. Cowper, E. Stanhope. E. Waldegrave, L. Balfour, L. Boyle 
(hE. Cork and Orrery). Lu. Ribblesdale, L. Kintore (2. Kintore), L. Colville ot 
Culross. 


The Committee to meet To-morrow at Four o'clock 


Hovst or Lorps Orrices.—Select Committee appointed : The Lords following, 
with the Lord Chancellor, the Lord President, the Lord Privy Seal, and the 
Chairman of Committees. were named of the Committee :—D. Richmond, 
D. Northumberland, M. Cholmondeley, M. Ripon, M. Breadalbane, E. 
Clarendon (L. Chamberlain), E. Chesterfield, E. Waldegrave, E. Mount 
Edgcumbe, E. Cawdor, E. Camperdown, E. Kimberley, E. de Montalt, 
E. Cranbrook, E. Ancaster, V. Cross, V. Peel, V. Knutsford, L. Balfour, 

L. Bovle (EL. Cork and Orrery), L. Ribblesdale, L. Churchill, L. Colchester, 

L. Rosebery (2. Rosebery), L. Belper, L. Rowton, L. Tweedmouth, L. Monk 

Bretton. L. Colville of Culross. L. Maenaghten, L. Welby 


COMMITTEE OF SELECTION. —The Lords tollowing, viz. :—IE. Chestertield, E. Walde- 
grave. L. Ribblesdale, L. Colville of Culross, with the Chairman of Com- 
inittees, were appointed a Committee to select and propose to the House 
the names of the Five Lords to form a Select Committee for the considera- 
tion of each opposed Private Bill 

Trawlers Certificates Suspension Bill (1.L.|..-A bill to enable Courts to 
suspend the certificates of trawlers convicted of illegal trawling, was 
presented by the Earl of Camperdown; read 1°; and to be 
printed. [No. 13] - 


Epucation —REGINA 7, COCKERTON, 


Diseussion : 


Lord heay a a 5 : a4 
The Lord President of the Cauncil ( The Duke of Devonshire) 
Barl Spencer Pe ‘ : : ; 
Lord Neartan 


House adjourned at quarter past Five of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 25ta FEBRUARY, 


PoINT OF PRACTICE—(QUESTIONS AND NOTICES OF MOTION :-— 


Mr. George Whiteley (Yorkshire, W.R., Pudsey) 


Ruling 
Mr. pea ker 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


1901. 


DRE 


Aldeburgh Corporation (Water) Bill. -“ ‘To enable the Mayor, Aldermen, 
and Burgesses of the Borough of Aldeburgh to acquire the undertaking 
of the Aldeburgh Waterworks Company, Limited ; and to construct water- 


works and supply water: and for other purposes.” read the first time ; 


to be read a second time 


989 


Aldershot Gas and Water Bill. - *'l'o empower the Aldershot Gas and Water 
Company to enter into agreements tor the acquisition of the undertaking 
of the York Town and Blackwater Gas and Coke Company, Limited : and 
to raise additional capital ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; 


and referred to the Examiners of Petitions tor Private Bills 


Alexandra (Newport and South Wales) Docks and Railway Bill. 


989 


“To 


empower the Alexandra (Newport and South Wales) Docks and Railway 
Company to extend their existing South Dock, and to construct an entrance 


lock basin. river walls, railways, and other works ; for changing the 
of the company ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred 


to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


hame 


Y8y 


Bingley Urban District Council Bill. ‘To authorise the Urban District 
Council of Bingley to purchase the undertaking of the Cullingworth Gas 
Company, Limited; to make certain street works; and to make better 


provision for the health, lo: 
and for other purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second time 


government, and improvement of the district ; 


9&9 


Blackburn Corporation Bill.“ For extending the boundaries of the 
County Borough of Blackburn ; and to authorise the Corporation of that 
horough to reconstruct tramways and to construct new tramways in 
the borough; to make street works; to enlarge the Town Hall and to 


erect an Ass mbly Room : 


to erect a new Sessions House. Police, and Fire 


Brigade Stations : to borrow money ; and for other purposes.” read the 


first time: to be read a second time 


dO 


Blackpool Improvement Bill. “To cnable the Mayor, Alderman, and 


wr 
~ 


Burgesses of the 
and improvements in that borough : 


purposes,” read the first time; to be read a second time 


Jorough of Blackpool to constrnet additional Tramways 
and to make further provisions for 
the improvement and good government of the said borough ; and for othe 


y90 


Bradford Corporation Bill. ‘lo authorise the Mayor, Alderman, and 
Citizens of the city of Bradford. in the west riding of the county of York, 
to construct additional tramways, street improvements, and an outfall 
sewer, to acquire lands for sewage works, and to extend their gas works, to 
extend the city, and to make further provision tor the health and good 


government of the city ; and tor other purposes,” read the first time ; to 


be read a second time .. aa 4 . se eis me aii 
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Brighton Corporation Bill—‘ ‘lo empower the Mayor, Aldermen, and 
Burgesses of the county borough of Brighton to purchase the Brighton 
Aquarium ; and for other purposes,” read the first time; to be read a 
second time 


British Gas Light Company Bill—‘“ For empowering the british (Gas 
Light Company, Limited, to enlarge their works and to expend further 
capital at Kingston-upon-Hull,” read the first time ; and referred to the 
ixaminers of Petitions for Private Bills 


British Westinghouse Electric and Manufacturing Company Bill 
-* To facilitate the adaptation for working by electrical power of the rail- 
ways of the Metropolitan Railway Company and the Metropolitan District 
Railway Company, and for that purpose to confer powers on those Com- 
panies and on the British Westinghouse Electric and Manufacturing 
Company, Limited ; and for other purposes.” read the first time; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


Burgess Hill Water Bill—‘“ To authorise the Burgess Hill Water Com- 
pany to construct additional waterworks, acquire lands, and raise further 
moneys ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


Burton-upon-Trent Corporation Bill—‘“ ‘lo alter the numbers and 
boundaries of the wards of the boundaries of the borough of Burton-upon- 
Trent ; and to enable the Mayor, Aldermen, and Burgesses of the said 
borough to construct tramways in the borough; and to make further 
provisions for the good government of the borough,” read the first time : 


to be read a second time 


Bury Corporation Bill -“ ‘To authorise the Corporation of Bury to pur- 
chase and hold lands for the purposes of their sewage, gas, and other works, 
and to make further and better provision in relation to the Local Govern 
ment of the Borough of Bury ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; 


to be read a second time 


Bury Corporation Tramways Bill ‘To authorise the Corporation of 
Bury to construct additional tramways within and adjacent to the borough : 
to make certain street works and improvements ; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time: to be read a second time 


Caledonian Electric Power Bill—‘“ For incorporating and conferring 
powers on the Caledonian Electrie Power Company,” read the first time : 
to be read a second time 


Caledonian Railway Bill- “Tv confer further powers on the Caledonian 
Railway Company in relation to their undertaking: to extend the periods 
for the completion of works by the Caledonian, the Callander, and Oban, 
the Lanarkshire and Ayrshire, the Lochearnhead, St. Fillans, and Comrie, 
and the Paisley and Barrhead District Railway Companies ; and for other 
purposes, read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 


Cardiff Corporation Bill-“To empower the Mayor, Alderman, and 
Burgesses of the county borough of Cardiff to construct new intercepting 
and other sewers ; and tor other purposes,’ read the first time ; to be read 
a second time - ti as - rv 
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City of London (Spitalfields Market) Bill —“T's empower the Cor- 


poration of the city of London to acquire Spitalfields Market. with power 


to extend and improve the same and to maintain the said market or sell or 
lease the same : and for other purposes in reference thereto,” read the first 
time : to be read a second time 


Cleveland and Durham County Electric Power Bill ‘For incor- 
porating and conferring powers on the Cleveland and Durham County 
Electric Power Company.” read the first time; to be read a second time 


Clyde Valley Electrical Power Bill--“ For incorporating and confer- 
ring powers on the Clyde Valley Electrical Power Company.” read the first 
time: to be read a second time 


Colwyn Bill and Colwyn Urban District Gas Bill —“‘To provide 
for the transfer of the undertaking of the Colwyn Bay and District Gas 
Company to the Colwyn Bay and Colwyn Urban Distriet Council, and to 
authorise that Council to supply gas: and for other purposes,’ read the 
first time: and to be read a second time 


Crawley Gas Bill— “For incorporating and conferring powers on the Crawley 
Gas Company ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


Cromer Water Bill “For incorporating and conferring powers on the 
Cromer Water Company ; read the first time : and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills 


Derby Corporation Bill.—* ‘lo extend the boundaries of the borough of 
Derby and to empower the Corporation to construct tramways. additional 
waterworks. sewerage and sewage disposal works, street widenings and 
improvements ; to repeal Sections 43 to 46, both inclusive. of the Derby 
Corporation Act. 1877: and to eonfer further powers In regard to the 
health, local government, and improvement of the borough: and for 
other purposes, read the first time: to be read a second time. 


Derbyshire and Nottinghamshire Electric Power Bill “For in- 
corporating and conferring powers on the Derbyshire and Nottingham- 
hamshire Electric Power Company, read the first time: to be read a 


second time 


Derwent Valley Water Board Bill “To confer further powers on the 
Derwent Valley Water Board with respect to their water undertaking : 
and for other purposes, read the first time; to be read a second time .. 


Devonport Corporotion (Gas) Bill--“ To authrise the Mayor, Aldermen, 
and Burgesses of the Borough of Devonport to purchase the undertaking 
of the Devonport Gas and Coke Company, and to supply gas within the 
borough of Devonport ; and for other purposes,” read the first time: to 


be read a seeond time 


Devonport Gas and Coke Bill —“To authorise the Devonport Gas and 
Coke Company to raise additional capital, to define and extend their limits 
of supply. to extend their powers; and for other purposes,” read the 
tirat time. and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


District Messenger and Theatre Ticket Company Bill | © lo confer fur 
ther powers upon the District Messenger and Theatre Ticket Company, 
Limited with respect to the telegraphic or telephonic communications 

| the convevance of letters ; and fer other purposes, read the first 


and rele rred 19 che Examiners ot Petitions for Private Bills P 
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Dorking Gas Bill“ For conferring further powers on the Dorking Gas 
- Company,” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills ey 
Dublin Corporation (Markets, etc.) Bill.—‘“To authorise the Muni- 
cipal Corporation of the City of Dublin to establish and maintain a market 
for the sale of old clothes and other commodities in certain market build- 
ings to be constructed and conveyed to them as a free gift by the Right 
Honourable Edward Cecil, Baron Iveagh, K.P.; and for other purposes, 
read the first time; to be read a second time 


Dublin (Equalisation of Rates) Bill—‘To make provision for the 
equalisation of rates as between the City of Dublin and the urban districts 
of Rathmines and Rathgar and of Pembroke adjoining the said city,” 
read the first time; to be read a second time 


Dublin St. James’ Gate Brewery Tramways Bill.—‘ To authorise 
Arthur Guinness, Son, and Company (Limited), to construct tramways 
in the City of Dublin in connection with St. James’s Gate Brewery, and to 
work the same and their existing tramways by mechanical or other power, 
to construct certain street improvements; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


ills 


Eccles Corporation Bill.—‘To enable the Mayor, Aldermen, and Bur 
gesses of the Borough of Eccles to reconstruct their existing and to eon- 
struct additional tramways; to make street improvements; to raise 
additional moneys by mortgage ; and to make further provision for the good 
government of the borough,” read the first time ; to be read a second time 


Fairford and Cirencester Railway Bill.—‘ For incorporating the 
Fairford and Cirencester Railway Company ; and authorising the con- 
struction of a railway from Fairford to Cirencester ; and for other pur- 
poses,” read the first time; to be read a second time 


Gas Light and Coke Company Bill. —‘“ To enable the Gas Light and 
Coke Company to raise additional moneys ; and to purchase, take, and 
hold, lands; and for other purposes,” read the first time; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


Gateshead and District Tramways Bill.—‘“ To enable the Gateshead 
and District Tramways Company to raise additional capital; and for 
other purposes,”’ read the first time; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills 


Glasgow and Renfrew District Railway Transfer Bill.—‘“ For trans 
ferring to and vesting in the Caledonian Railway Company and the Glasgow 
and South Western Railway Company jointly the undertaking of the 
Glasgow and Renfrew District Railway Company ; and for other pur- 
poses, read the first time; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills 


Glasgow and South Western Railway Bill.—‘For conferring further 
powers on the Glasgow and South Western Railway Company ; for the 
construction of works and the acquisition of lands, and for the purchase of 
Troon Harbour ; for empowering them to raise additional eapital ; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills Ss - 
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Golborne Gas Bill.—‘‘ For incorporating and conferring powers on the 
Golborne Gas Company,” read the first time ; and referred to the Exami- 
ners of Petitions for Private Bills .. 3 4 p 16 .. 996 


Gravesend Gas Bill.—‘ To convert and consolidate the existing capital of the 
Gravesend and Milton Gaslight Company ; to confer further powers upon 
that company ; and for other purposes, ” read the first time ; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills s aa .. 996 


Great Central Railway Bill.“ To enable the Great Central Railway 

Company to make new railways and other works ; to acquire additional Ht 
lands ; to extend the time for the compulsory purchase of certain lands, 
for the completion of certain railways, and for the sale of the superfluous 
lands of the Manchester, South Junction, and Altrincham Railway Com- 
pany, and the Wrexham, Mold, and Connah’s Quay Railway Company :; 
to confer turther powers upon the Nottingham Joint Station Committee ; Hu 
and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners 

ot Petitions for Private Bills 5 is bi Hie ~ - .. 996 


Great Eastern Railway Bill.—‘ To authorise the Great Eastern Railway 
Company to execute further works and to purchase additional lands ; to 
sanction and confirm the purchase of certain lands; to conier further llk 
powers upon the Company and the Great Northern and Great Eastern 
Joint Committee: to extend the periods limited by former Acts tor the 
purchase of lands and the construction of works by the Company ; to pro- 
vide for the consolidation of certain preference stocks of the Company ; and 
for other purposes, ” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of 


Petitions for Private Bills 906 
; , ™ Iris 
Great Northern Railway Bill. “‘lo confer further powers upon the 
(reat Northern Railway Company.” read the first time ; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills by = - = .. 996 
Great Western Railway Bill.—‘ For conferring further powers upon the Ket 


Great Western Railway Company in respect of their own undertaking, 
and upon that Company and the London and North Western Railway 
Company in respect of undertakings in which they are jointly interested, 
and upon the Great Western and Great Central Railways Joint Committee Kin, 
in respect of their undertaking : for vesting the undertakings of the Devon } 
and Somerset and the Bridport Railway Companies in the Great Western 
Railway Company ; for transferring to that Company the powers of the 


Windsor and Ascot Railway Company and extending the time for the 
construction of the authorised railways of that Company ; for empowering ; 
the Lambourn Valley Railway Company to raise further moneys ; and 
for other purposes.” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of | 
Petitions for Private Bills 996 
Hartlepools Gas and Water Transfer Bill—‘“To authorise the sale King 
of the undertakings of the Hartlepool Gas and Water Company to the Cor- 
porations of Hartlepool and West Hartlepool ; and to empower those Cor- . 
porations to supply gas and water within the boroughs of Hartlepool and 54 
West Hartlepool and places — thereto,” read the first time; to be « 
read a second time , 997 t 
Heckmondwike Gas (Transfer) Bill._-“‘ To constitute and incorporate a Lanc 
joint Board for the urban districts of Heckmondwike and Liversedge, in \ 
the West Riding of the county of York, and to transfer to and vest in such Y 
joint Board the undertaking of the Heckmondwike Gas Company ; and . 
for ether purposes,” read the first time; to be read a second time ,. 997 t] 
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Honley Urban District Council (Gas) Bill.—‘ To transfer to and vest 
in the Honley Urban District Council the undertaking of the Honley Gas 
Company (Limited), and to confer upon that Council powers for the supply 
of gas; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second 
time 


Horley District Gas Bill.—‘“ For incorporating and conferring powers 
upon the Horley District Gas Company ; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding Junction Railway and Dock Bill. 

* To authorise the Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding Junction Rail- 

way and Dock Company to construct new railways ; and for other pur- 

poses,” read the first time; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 

Humber Commercial Railway and Dock Bill.‘ For authorising the con- 
struction of a dock, sea walls, railways, and other works adjoining the 
existing docks at Grimsby, inthe county of Lincoln, to be called the 
Humber Commercial Railway and Dock : and for other purposes, ” read 
the first time ; to be read a second time .. 


Ilkeston and Heanor Water Board Bill. “ Lo constitute a Joint 
Board representative of the Corporation of Ilkeston and the Heanor Urban 
District Council with power to acquire the undertaking of the Meerbrook 
Sough Company, and to construct works for the intercepting and distribu- 


ting the waters of the Meerbrook Sough ; and for other purposes,” read the 


first time: to be read a second time 


Irish Presbyterian Church Bill.—-‘‘‘To extend the powers of the trustees 
of the Presbyterian Church in Ireland in relation to the investment of money 
and the accepting, taking. and holding of property ; and for other pur- 
poses,” read the first time; to be read a second time 


Kettering Urban District Water Bill.—“To empower the Urban Dis- 
trict Council of Kettering to construct additional waterworks ; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second time 


Kingscourt, Keady, and Armagh Railway Bill.—‘‘ To empower the 
Kingscourt, Keady, and Armagh Railway Company to construct a new 
railway in the county of Monaghan, and to abandon a portion of their 
authorised railways; tochange the name of the Company ; to authorise the 
Great Northern Railway Company (Ireland) to work the undertaking 
of the Company and to subscribe towards their capital ; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time ; and referred to the xaminers of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 


Kingston-upon-Hull Corporation Bill.—-** To empower the Corporation of 
Kingston-upon-Hull to make certain street works; to construct a bridge 
over the River Hull; to lay down tramways ; and to confer further powers 
on the Corporation in regard to the water supply, health, local government, 
and improvement of the city ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; 
to be read a second time 


Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Dearne Valley Junction Rail- 
ways) Bill.—‘“ For conferring further powers on the Lancashire and 
Yorkshire Railway Company with respect to the construction of Railways, 
in the West Riding of the county of York ; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time ; to be referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 
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Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Various Powers) Bill. —‘ lor con 
ferring further powers on the Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Company 


with relation to their own undertaking and upon that Company and the 


London and North Western Railway Company with relation to the Preston 
and Wyre Railway and the Great Northern Railway Company with relation 
to lands at Wakefield ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. . 


Leatherhead Gas Bill. —“ For incorporating and conferring powers on the 
Leatherhead Gas and Lighting Company,” read the first time ; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


Llandrindod Wells Urban District Council Water Bill.—“ To authorise 
the Urban Distriet Council of Llandrindod Wells to purchase the undertak- 
ing of the Llandrindod Wells Water Company ; and to authorise the 
Council to construct additional waterworks and to supply water within the 
district and adjoining places,” read the first time; to be read a second time 


Llandrindod Wells Water Bill.—‘‘‘To extend the limits of supply of the 
Llandrindod Wells Water Company and to authorise the Company to con 
struct new works ; to raise further money ; and for other purposes,”” read 
the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


London and India Docks (New Works) Bill. —‘“ To authorise the London 
and India Docks Company to construct a new dock and other works ; and 
for other purposes,” read the first time; and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills 


London and North Western Railway Bill. © for empowering the London 
and North Western Railway Company to construct additional dock works 
at Garston: and for conferring turther powers upon that Company in rel: 
tion to their own undertaking ; and upon that Company and the Great 
Western Railway Company, and the Great Central Railway Company, 
in relation to their joint undertakings ; and upon the Shropshire Union 
Railways and Canal Company in relation to their undertaking ; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions tor Private Bills 


London Bridge Widening Bill.—“To empower the Corporation of the 
City of London to widen London Bridge; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time: to be read a second time 


London County Council (General Powers) Bill.“ To empower the 
London County Council to make street improvements and works and to 
purchase lands in the administrative county of London; and for other 
purposes, read the first time; to be read a second time 


London County Council (Spitalfields Market) Bill. —“ To empower the 
London County Council to acquire Spitalfields Market, in the parish of 
Christchurch, Spitalfields > and to make various provisions with reference 
thereto.” read the first time ; to be read a second time .. 


London Riverside Fishmarket Bill. —“'T'o confirm and give effect to an 
agreement for the sale and transfer of the London Riverside Fishmarket 
to the Mavor and Con monalty and Citizens of the City London; and 
for other purposes, read the first time; to be read a second time 


London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway Bill.—‘To confer further 
powers upon the London. Tilbury, and Southend Railway Company ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first time; and referred to the 

Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills .. 
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London Water (Purchase) Bill.—“To empower the London County 
Council to acquire the undertakings of the London Water Companies ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first time; to be read a second time. . 1001 


Long Eaton Gas Bill.“ For incorporating and conferring powers on the 
Long Eaton Gas Company,” read the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills .. sid sd os ti .. 1001 


Mansfield Corporation Bill.—‘“ ‘To empower the Corporation of Mansfield 
to make a street widening, to authorise the Corporation to acquire the 
undertaking of the Mansfield Woodhouse Gas Light and Coke Company. 
Limited, to make further provistons with respect to their gas, water, and 
electrical undertakings. to confer further powers in regard to streets, build- 


ings, and sewers, and the health, local government, and improvement of 
the borough ; and for other purposes.” read the first time; to be read a 
second time % is a ea va ava Me oa a oe OO 


Metropolitan District Railway Bill.-‘To empower the Metropolitan 
District Railway Company to provide tor the conversion and adaptation 
of their railway for being worked by electric traction ; to create a de- 
henture stock with a first charge upon the undertaking of the company ; 
to limit the dividend on their five per cent. preference stock ; to apply ex 
isting capital ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills —.. ne a ze .. 1002 


Metropolitan Electric Supply Bill-.“‘To confer further powers on 
the Metropolitan Electric Supply Company, Limited, with respect — to 


the supply of electrical energy ; and for other purposes,” read the first 
time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills .. 1002 


Metropolitan Railway Bill.—‘ To confer further powers upon the Metro- 
politan Railway Company in relation to their own undertaking, and upon 
that Company and the Harrow and Uxbridge Railway Company in rela 
tion to the Harrow and Uxbridge Railway ; to revive and extend the powers 
for the purchase of land and the completion of certain authorised railways 
and works by the two Companies ; and for other purposes,” read the 
first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ... 1002 


Metropolitan Water Companies (Amendment of Acts) Bill.—‘“ To 
extend the provisions of the Staines Reservoirs Acts of 1896 and 1898 
relating to the purchase of the undertakings of certain metropolitan water 
companies by any public body or trustees,” read the first time; to be 
read a second time... Ns nS re a = ee 2 .. 1002 


Midland Railway Bill.—* ‘To confer additional powers upon the Midland 
Railway Company and upon the Norfolk and Suffolk Joint Railways 
Committee and upon the Midland and Great Northern Railways Joint 
Committee, for the construction of works and the acquisition of lands ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first time; and referred to the Ex- 
aminers of Petitions for Private Bills .. - be a re .. 1002 


Mond Gas Bill.—‘“ To incorporate and confer powers on the South Stafford- 
shire Mond Gas (Power and Heating) Company ; and for other purposes, 
read the first time ; to be read a second time... ie a .. L008 


Neath Harbour Bill.—-“‘'‘To reduce amd regulate the amount of the debt 
upon the Neath Harbour Undertaking ; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time ; to be readasecondtime .. = i ne re .. 1003 
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Newry Port and Harbour Trust Bill.—‘“'l'o incorporate trustees for 
the maintenance and improvement of the Port and Harbour of Newry, 
Newry River, and Newry Canal; to transfer to them the Undertaking 
of the Newry Navigation C ompany ; to authorise the trustees to borrow 
money ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second 
time 


North British iit Bill.—*To confer further powers on the North 
British Railway Company in connection with their undertaking ; to 
authorise the widening of portions of their Monkland Railway and the 
construction of new railways ; to authorise the said Company to acquire 
additional lands ; to close and discontinue the Harbour of Leven ; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills 


North Eastern Railway Bill. ‘'‘To confer additional powers upon the 
North Eastern Railway Company for the construction of new railways 
and other works and the acquisition of additional lands, and upon that 
Company and the Midland and Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Com 
panies in respect of their Normanton Station ; and upon the Hull Joint 
Stock Committee for the execution of works and the acquisition of lands 
and for vesting in the Company the Goole and Marshland Light Railway 
and the Isle of Axholme Light Railway ; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time : and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


Notting Hill Electric Lighting Bill. “To empower the Notting 
Hill Electric Lighting Company, Limited, to acquire lands and to erect 
and work generating stations; and for other purposes,” read the first 
time: and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


Paisley Poiice and Public Health Bill. “lo confer further powers 
on the Corporation of Paisley, and to make further provision for the 
regulation of streets and buildings and the police and public health 
administration of the burgh ; and for other os cape read the first time ; 
to he read a second time 


Pembroke Urban District Council ‘County of Dublin) Bill. “To 
confer powers on the Urban District Council of Pembroke in the county 
of Dublin with respect to sanitary matters, streets, buildings, and other 
matters for the good government of their district, and to borrow moneys ; 
and for other purposes.” read the first time ; to be read a second time 


Petersfield and Selsey Gas Bill.—‘“ For supplying with gas the urban 
district of Petersfield, the parish of Selsey, and other places in the counties 
of Southampton and Sussex,” read the first time ; to be read a second time 


Rhyl Bridge Bill. ‘le authorise the reconstruction of the bridge over 
the River Clwyd constructed under the powers of the Rhyl Bridge 
Act, 1861; and for other purposes,” read the first time: to be read a 
second time 


Rhyl Improvement Bill.‘ ‘To authorise the Urban District Council of Rhy! 
to construct additional waterworks and to make further provision in 
regard to the health, local government. improvement, and finance of the 
urban district ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; to be read 
uw second time 


Richmond Gas Bill.—‘‘To authorise the Richmond Gas Company to 


raise additional capital, to convert their existing capital, to enlarge their 


works. to amend their existing Acts ; and for other purposes.” read the first 
time; and reterred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 
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Rickmansworth and Uxbridge Valley Water Bill.-“For extending 
the limits of supply of and conferring further powers upon the Rickmans- 
worth and Uxbridge Valley Water Company; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills 


Shannon Water and Electric Power Bill.—‘“ lor incorporating and 
conferring powers on the Shannon Water and Electric Power Company ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first time; to be read a second time 


Shipley Improvement Bill. “To confirm the purchase of the undertaking 
of the Shipley Gaslight Company by the Urban District Council of Shipley ; 
to authorise the construction of tramways, cold air stores, and street im- 
provements ; to make further provision with regard to the water and 
electric light undertakings of the council and the health and local govern- 
ment of the district,” read the first time; to be read a second time 


Shireoaks, Laughton, and Maitby Railway Bill. -“ For making a rail- 
way in the west riding of the county of York from the Great Central Rail- 
way at Shireoaks to Maltby ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; 
to be read a second time 


Southampton and Winchester Great Western Junction Railway Bill. 
—* For making a railway between Winchester and Southampton to 
be called the Southampton and Winchester Great Western Junction Rail- 
way ; and for other purposes,” read the first time; to be read a second time 


South Metropolitan Gas Bill. ‘To empower the South Metropolitan 
(ras Company to raise additional capital, and to purchase by agreement so 
much of the southern portion of the undertaking of the Gas Light and Coke 
Company as is situate in the county of London south of the Thames ; and 
for other purposes,” read the first time; and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills .. 


Stalybridge. Hyde, Mossley, and Dukinfield, Tramways and 
Electricity Board Bill. “To constitute and incorporate a Joint Board 
consisting of representatives of the Corporations of Stalybridge. Hyde, 
Mossley, and Dukinfield; and to authorise the Board to construct and 
work Tramways and to supply electrical energy within the boroughs of 
Stalybridge, Hyde, Mossley, and Dukinfield; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time; to be read a second time 


Stratford-upon-Avon, Towcester, and Midland Junction, East and 
West Junction, and Evesham, Redditch, and Stratford-upon-Avon 
Junction Railway Companies Bill..-“‘T'o authorise the sale of 
the undertakings of the East and West Junction, the Evesham, Red- 
ditch. and Stratford-upon-Avon Junction, and the Stratford-upon-Avon, 
‘Toweester, and Midland Junction Railway Companies,” read the first 
time; to be read a second time 


Stroud Gas Bill.—“‘I'o authorise the Stroud Gas Light and Coke Company 
to convert their existing capital, to raise additional capital, to amend their 
existing Act ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


Swanage Gas and Water Bill.“ For incorporating and conferring 
powers on a Company, to be called the Swanage Gas and Water Company, 
and to authorise the transfer to that Company of certain existing gasworks 
and waterworks and powers in the parish of Swanage, in the county ot 
Dorset. and the construction of additional waterworks; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time; to be read a second time .. os 7 
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Swansea Harbour Bill. ‘To authorise the Swansea Harbour Trustees 
to make a new dock, enlarge and extend the half-tide basin of the south 
dock, and construct new railways, to extend the limits of the harbour ; 
and for other purposes,’ read the first time ; to be read a second time 


Taff Vale Railway Bill. —“ To enlarge the powers of the Taff Vale Railway 
Company with reterence tothe acquisition of lands and the construction of 
works ; and for other purposes,” read the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


Tees Valley Water Board Bill.—* ‘lo confer further powers on the 
Tees Valley Water Board in relation to the supply of water,” read the first 
time; to be read a second time 


Tendring Hundred Water Bill. —*‘'I'o extend the limits of supply of the 
Tendring Hundred Waterworks Company ; to authorise that Company 
to construct new works; to raise further money ; and for other pur- 
poses, ” read the first time; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills 


Thames Deep Water Dock Bill.“ To revive the powers and extend the 
periods for the compulsory purchase of lands for and for the completion of 
the dock and works authorised by the Thames Deep Water Dock Act, 
1881 ; and for other purposes,” read the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


Thames Lightermen Bill.—‘“ To make further provisions with reference to 
the working and navigating of lighters and barges in the Port of London 
and on the River Thames,” read the first time ; to be read a second time 


Thames Pier and River Service Bill.—‘‘'To provide for the transfer of 
certain piers and landing places on the River Thames, in the administrative 
county of London, to the London County Council, and to make provision 
for a service of boats for passengers and parcels ; ; and for other purposes, 
read the first time; to be read a second time 


Torrington and Oakhampton Railway Bill.—* To extend the time for the 
compulsory purchase of lands for and completion of the railways authorised 
by the Torrington and Oakhampton Railway Act, 1895, and the Torrington 
and Oakhampton Railway Act, 1898, and to change the name of the 
Torrington and Oakhampton Railway Company ; and for other purposes, 
read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills 


Tottenham and neeiaenh: Junction —_— Bill...“ For empower 
ing the ‘Tottenham and Hampstead Junction Railway Company to widen a 
portion of their railway ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


Wallasey Improvement Bill. —* ‘lo empower the Wallasey Urban District 
Council to construct a Nae to their gasworks, and to make further 
provision in regard to the health, local government, and improvement of 
the district and the borrowing of money; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time ; to be read a second time 


Wells Corporation Water Bill.—“ ‘l’o authorise the Mayor, Aldermen and 
Citizens of the city of Wells to purchase the undertaking of the Wells Water 
Company. Limited, to construct additional waterworks ; and to supply 
water within their city, and the neighbourhood thereof ; and for other 
purposes, read the first time; to be read a second time 
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Wells Water Bill.—“ To incorporate and confer powers on the Wells Water 
Company,” read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills .. 


West Cumberland Electric Tramways Bill.‘ 'l’o incorporate the West 
Cumberland Electric Tramways Company ; and to empower the Company 
to make tramways, tramroads, and street improvements, and to erect 
generating stations, and to supply electricity ; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time ; to be read a second time 


West Surrey Water Bill. -* For extending the limits of supply of the West 
Surrey Water Company and for authorising that Company to raise 
additional capital ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; and re 
ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


Wolverhampton and Cannock Chase Railway Bill.—‘“ For making a rail- 
way in the county of Stafford from Wolverhampton to Great Wyrley ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first time ; to be read a second time 


Wolverhampton Corporation Water Bill.—-“‘l'o empower the Corporation 
of Wolverhampton to construct additional waterworks, to extend their 
limits for the supply of water, and to make further provision in regard to 
their water undertaking ; and for other purposes,” read the first time ; 
to be read a second time 


Yorkshire Electric Power Bill.—‘ lor incorporating and conferring 
powers on the Electric Power (Yorkshire) Company, read the first time ; 
to be read a second time 


SELECTION (BY OrbDER).—Ordered, That the Committee of Selection do consist 
of Eleven Members :—Mr. Blake, Mr. Sydney Buxton, Sir John Dorington, 
Sir William Hart-Dyke, Dr. Farquharson, Mr. M‘Kenna. Sir Edward Reed, 
Sir Mark M*Taggart Stewart, Mr. Wharton, Mr. Wodehouse, and the Chair- 
manof the Select Committee on Standing Orders were accordingly nomi- 
nated Members of the Committee.—(V/r. /Halsey.) 


COMMONS :— 

Ordered, That a Select Committee be appointed to consider every Report 
made by the Board of Agriculture certitying the expediency of any 
Provisional Order for the enclosure or regulation of a common, and 
presented to the House during the last or present Sessions, before a 
Bill be brought in for the confirmation of such Order. 

Ordered, That it be an Instruction to the Committee that they have power 
in respect of each such Provisional Order to inquire and report to the 
House whether the same should be confirmed by Parliament ; and, 
if so, whether with or without modification, and in the event of their 
being of opinion that the same should not be confirmed, except subject 
to modifications, to report such modifications accordingly, with a view 
to such Provisional Order being remitted to the Board of Agriculture. 

Ordered, That the Committee do consist of Twelve Members ; Seven to be 
nominated by the House, and Five by the Committee of Selection. 

Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, and 
records, 

Ordered, That Five be the quorum.—(s7r William Walrond) 
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PETITIONS. 
Beer BIL..—-Petition from Berwick, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


ELEMENTARY EpucaTion (HIGHER GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUATION SCHOOLS). 


-Petitions for alteration of Law, from Tipton ; Brighouse ; Stratton St. 
Margaret : Walsall ; and Sheffield ; to lie upon the Table 


Poor LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION Act, 1896.—Petitions for alteration of 
Law, from Egham; Strood: Easthampstead ; Rochester; Sheffield ; 
Shanklin ; and Sandown: to lie upon the Table - 

SALE OF [nroxicaTinG Lrators TO CHILDREN BILL. Petition — in 
favour, from Strood; Roehester (two); and Skelton and Stanghow ; to 
lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


INEBRIATE) =Rerreats (RULES) FOR) MANAGEMENT).—Copy presented. — of 


Regulations made with the approval of the Secretary of State for the 


Home Department. for the Domestic Management of the Corngreaves 
Hall Retreat, licensed as a Retreat under the Inebriates Acts, 1879 to 
1899 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table , 


MILK AND CREAM REGULATIONS.—Copy presented, of Report of the De- 
partmental Committee appointed by the Board of Agriculture to inquire 
and report upon the desirability of Regulations, under Section 4 of the 
Sale of Food and Drugs Act. 1899, for Milk and Cream, with Copy of Minute 
appointing the Committee [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


ARMY (ORDNANCE — FACTORIES) — (APPROPRIATION | ACCOUNT).— Appropria 
tion Account presented. of the sums granted by Parliament for the ex 
pense of the Ordnance Factories, the cost of the productions of which have 
heen charged to other Votes forthe year ended 31st March, 1900. together 
with the Report of the Comptroller and Auditor General thereon [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed.—[No. 40.| 


COLONIAL = STATISTICS. Copy presented, of Statistical Tables relating to the 
Colonial and other possessions of the United Kingdom. Part NXIIL. 
for the vears 1897-8 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Army (South AFRICA) (SUPPLEMENTARY —DeEsPATCHES).—Copy presented, 
of Supplementary Despatches relating to the War in South Afriea [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table “3 


SoutH AFRICA.—Copy presented, of Telegram from Sir A. Milner to the Sec- 
retary of State for War relating to reported outrage on Esau at Calvinia 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


TREATY SERIES (NO. 3, 1901).—Copy presented, of Accession of the King- 
doin of Sweden to the Venice Sanitary Convention of 19th March, 1897, 
and to the Declaration additional thereto of 24th January, 1900; 9th 
December, 1900 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


Trave Reports (ANNUAL  SERIES).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 2558 [by Command]; to lie upon 


the Table .. 

ARMY Estimates, 1901-1902.—Copy presented, of Army Estimates of Effec- 
tive and Non-Effective Services for the year ending 31st March, 1902 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 41.] 
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Army ORDNANCE Factories, 1901-1902).—Copy presented, of the sum 
required for the year ending 31st March, 1902, to defray the Expense of 
the Ordnance Factories [by Command]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 42.] ’ 

PAPERS LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE HousE:— 

1. Charitable Endowments (London).—Further Return relative thereto 
jordered 2nd August, 1894; Mr. Francis Stevenson]; to be printed. 
| No. £3. | 

2. Inquiry into Charities (County of Carnarvon).—Further Return rela- 
tive thereto [ordered 10th February, 1898 ; Wr. Grant Lawson]; to 
be printed. |No. 44.| ; 


AMERICAN MAIL Servick.—Return ordered, “ showing the number of days, 
hours, and minutes occupied in the transit of the Royal Mails both outward 
and inward carried during the year 1900 by steamships between Queens- 
town and New York, and also between Southampton and New York, the 
Return to specify the names of the steamers, and to indicate by asterisks 
or otherwise those not carrying Mails under Contract. —(8ir John Leng.) 


OU ESTIONN. 


sour ArricaN War Bork PRisoNeRS AT GRASPAN.—Question, Mr. Pirie 
(Aberdeen, N.); Answer. The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, 
Surrey, Guildford) 

ALLEGED SHOOTING OF KAFFIRS AT KIMBERLEY.—Question, Mr. Channing 
(Northamptonshire. KE.) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies 
(Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 

COLONIAL CONTINGENTS—RATE OF Pay.—Question, Captain Lee (Hampshire. 
Fareham); Answer. Mr. J. Chamberlain 

COLONIAL = CONTINGENTS—ALLEGED —|NSUBORDINATION.—Question, Mr. Bryn 
Roberts (Carnarvonshire, Eifion) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 

PAY OF SOLDIERS CAPTURED AT MAGERSFONTELN.—Question, Sir John Leng 
(Dundee); Answer, Mr. Brodrick 

TRANSPORT—-TREATMENT OF WOUNDED VOLUNTEERS.—Question, Sir Barrington 
Simeon (Southampton); Answer, Mr. Brodrick 

* PEACE COMMISSIONERS “—THE Rev. AbRIAN Hormeyer.—Q(Question, Mr. 
Pirie; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 

Tuk NETHERLANDS RAILWAY.—Question, Mr. Alfred Davies (Carmarthen 
Boroughs) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 

Pay OF TRoops AT THE FRoNT.—Question, Mr. Pirie; Answer, ‘The Financial 
Secretary to the War Office (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) 

IMPERIAL YEOMANRY ReEcRUITS—PHYSICAL STANDARD.—Question, Mr. Pirie ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick 

SOLDIERS’ WIVES IN IRISH UNIONS.—Question, Mr. Joyce (Limerick) ; Answer, 
a a eT nS a a oe am . 

FARM BURNING, ETC—OPERATIONS OF GENERAL Bruce HAMILTON.— Questions, 
Mr. Bryn Roberts, Mr. Labouchere (Northampton), and Mr. Dillon (Mayo 
E.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick .. ste He) - o o 
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Lord Stanley 
and Mr. Dillon ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick 
Brodrick 


MiLitiA RESERVISTS ON SERVICE IN SouTH AFRICA.—Question, 
Answer, Lord Stanley 


Colonel Pryce-Jones ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


Answer, Lord Stanley 


(Sir Michael Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) 

Answer, Lord Stanley 

shire, Forest of Dean); Answer, Mr. Brodrick 
Co., Ossory) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


Lichfield): Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


The Civil Lord of the Admiralty (Captain Pretyman, Suffolk, 


fast. W.) 


NAVAL CADETS’ OVERCOATS—H.M.S. °° BRITANNIA.”—Question, 
(Wolverhampton, 8S.) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


New Reve RaNGes.—Question, Mr. Courtenay Warner ; Answer, 


ARGENTINE Horsks.—Question, Mr. Philipps (Pembrokeshire); Answer, 
Camps oF ReruGe.—Questions, Mr. John Lilie ibaa Rushcliffe) 
BLOEMFONTEIN Provost MArRSHAL.—Question, Mr. John Ellis ; Answer, Mr. 
Mr. Joyce ; 
Army Meat AND ForaGre Contracts.—Questions, Mr. O'Doherty (Donegal, 


N.) and Mr. M’Fadden (Donegal. E.) ; Answers, Lord Stanley 


Pay oF RetireD ARMY OFFICERS IN THE MILITIA.—Question, Lieut.-Colonel 


Pryce-Jones (Montgomery Boroughs) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


VOLUNTEER OFFICERS) SONS AND MILITARY EpuCATION.—Question, Lieut.- 
RoyaL Munster Fusiviers.—Question, Mr. O'Shaughnessy (Limerick, W.) ; 


GUN LICENCES FoR RIFLE CLUBS.— Questions, Mr. Maconochie (Aberdeenshire, 
K.) and Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) ; Answers, The Chancellor of the Exchequer 


Army PorTLAND CEMENT CONTRACTS.—Question, Colonel Tufnell (Essex, 8.1.) ; 
PrussIAN KNIGHTS OF St. JouN.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucester 
ARMY PENSIONERS AND OvTpoor RELIEF.— Question, Mr. Delany (Queen’s 


LICHFIELD RIFLE RaNGE.—Question, Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire, 


Mr. Brodrick 


Anmwy Horsk-suor NAILs.-Questions, Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) 
and Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny); Answers, Lord Stanley 


Navy PortLanp CrEMENT CONTRACTS.—Question, Colonel Tufnell ; Answer. 


Wor id bridge) 


EUROPEAN GENERAL HospiraL av ADEN.—Question, Mr. Moon (St. Pancras, 
N.); Answer, The Seeretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Bel 


Mr. Norman 


SuGAR Bounties.—Question, Sir John Leng (Dundee) ; Answer, The Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Viscount Cranborne, Rochester) 


Cuina--ALLEGED Looting Ar. PEKING. —Question, Mr Channing ; Answer, 
The Secretary ot State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) 
Russia AND MANCHURIA.—Question, Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett (Sheftield, Eccle- 

sall) ; Answer, Viscount Cranborne Bt * te 7 
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MaipsToNE ELgecTion PETItTION.—Question, Mr. Charles Allen (Gloucester- 
shire, Stroud) ; Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) ; : 

BusINEsSS OF THE Hovuse.—Questions, Mr. Lough (Islington, W.), Mr. Gibson 


Bowles (Lynn Regis), Mr. McKenna (Monmouthshire, N.), Mr. Coghill 
(Stoke-upon-Trent), and Mr. Dillon; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Appress IN Answer To His Masesty’s Most Gracious Speecn.-—Eighth Day's 


Debate :— 

Order read, for resuming Adjourned Debate on Main Question [14th Feb- 
ruary], “ That an humble Address be presented to His Majesty, as 
followeth :-— 


* Most Gracious Sovereiqn, 


“We, Your Majesty's most dutitul and loyal subjects, the Commons 
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament 
assembled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for 
the Gracious Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses 
of Parliament.”-—(Mr. Forster.) 


(Question again proposed. 


GIBRALTAR Docks. 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Reqis) 


Amendment proposed— 

* At the end of the Question, to add the words,“ And we humbly 
represent to Your Majesty the desirability of now making a further and 
more complete inquiry into the works under construction at Gibraltar, 
and the dangers to which those works are exposed ; and of suspending the 
further prosecution of work on Docks Nos. 1 and 2 until such inquiry 
has been completed and its results considered by Your Majesty’s Govern- 
ment.’ ”’—(Mr. Gibson Bowles.) 

(Juestion proposed“ That those words be there added.” 


Discussion :— 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. es Manchester, E.) 
Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) ; 
Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) .. 
Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett (Sheffield, Ecclesall) 
Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Main Question again proposed. 


SoutH AFRICA (SURRENDERS OF TROOPS). 


Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) 
Mr. Eugene Wason (Clackmannan and K imross) . 


Amendment proposed— 

“At the end of the Question, to add the words, ‘ But we humbly 
suggest to Your Majesty that there should be published as early as prac- 
ticable the proceedings of full inquiries into the circumstances that have 
occasioned the surrender of considerable bodies of Your Majesty’s troops 
in South Africa.’ ”’—(Mr. Lambert.) 

Question proposed, “ That those words be added,” 
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Discussion :— 
Sir FE. Ashmead-Bartlett ; % - ss 4079 
Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffords shire, Lichfield) . £% -. 1082 
Colonel Lockwood (Esser, Epping) .. es - is is .» 1083 
Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W.) a ae = .. 1OR4 
The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) ©. 1086 
Sir e Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) .. : Me .. 1094 
Mr. A. J. Balfour m3 es ee = - = .. 1096 
Sur Charles Dilke (G Moucestershire, Forest of Dean) ee .. 1099 
Mr. Winston Churchill (Oldham) si si a ws ws + NG 
Mr. Asqu ith (Fifesh ire, E.) ie =, a: Se, , is oo a OD 
Mr. Coghill (Stoke-upon-Trent) ae z oe ss DOS 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question again proposed. 
INDIAN EXPENDITURE« 
Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne) ; — cr ie -» 1105 
Mr. Schwann (Manchester, N.) of ss i od i cs BES 
Amendment proposed 
‘At the end of the Question, to add the words, * But we humbly 
represent to Your Majesty, that although Your Majesty's Government 
have arranged that fromthe Ist day of April next charges amounting to 
£257.500 shall for the future. in accordance with an unanimous recom 
mendation of the Royal Commission on IndianExpenditure, be transferred 
from Indian to British expenditure, no provision has been made tor any 
repayment of the arrears of these charges, while other recommendations 
of the Commission have been ignored altogether ; and that, in justice 
to the people of India, all these arrears should be repaid by the British 
Exchequer to the Indian in the form of a liberal grant in relief of the 
Indian famine.’ °—(Mr. Caine.) 
Question proposed, * That those words be there added.” 
Discussion :— 
Sir Mancher jee Bhownaggree (Bethnal Green, N.E.) se ; so BYB3 
Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, W.) = = bis +. 1126 
Mr. Wylie (Dumbartonshire) = “e ae i se: ee 4 i) 
Sir Robert Mowbray (Lambeth, Brixton) an me Na ms Ao Mes 
The Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, 
Ealing) .. = ie = - -o W429 
Sir Henry Fowler (Wolverhampton I.) s5 oie “ - oo Latah 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 112; Noes, 204. (Division List No. 9.) 


Main Question again proposed. 


CONDUCT OF THE SoutH AFRICAN War. 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, BE.) .. a ss 53 », aD 


It being midnight, the debate stood Sie nl 
Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


Hovsk or Commons (KITCHEN AND REFRESHMENT Rooms) :— 

Ordered, That a Select Committee be appointed to control the arrange- 
ments for the Kitchen and Refreshment Rooms in the Department 
of the Serjeant-at-Arms attending this House. 

Ordered. That the Committee do consist of Seventeen Menibers. 
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The Committee was accordingly nominated of,—Mr. James Bailey. Mr, 
Broadhurst, Mr. Richard Cavendish, Mr. Cochrane, Mr. Cremer. 
Mr. Dalziel. Sir Horatio Davies, Mr. Firbank, Mr. Jacoby, Mr. Leigh 
Bennett, Colonel Lockwood, Mr. Macdona, Dr. Maecdonnell, Mr. Nicol, 
Mr. Pierpoint, Mr. P. J. Power, and Mr. William Redmond. 


Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, and 
records. 
Ordered, That Three be the quorum.—(Sir William Walrond.) .. .. 1166 
Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve of the clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 26TH FEBRUARY, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Manchester (Market Street Area) Improvements Bill [1.1]; Port- 


mado:, Beddgelert, and South Snowdon Railway Bill [H.L.]; Tyneside 
Tramways and Tramroads Bill [H.L.].—Presented,andreadla_.. .. 1167 


Cork, Blackrock, and Passage Railway Bill [H.L.]; Easton and Church 
Hope Railway Bill [H.L.]; Harpenden District Gas Bill [H.L.] ; Milford 
Docks Bill [H.L.]—Presented ; read la; and referred to the Examiners 1167 


The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that 
the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills introduced in pur- 
suance of the provisions of the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act. [899, have been complied with :—Caledonian Electrie Power Com- 
pany; Caledonian Railway; Clyde Valley Electrical Power ; Glasgow 
and South Western Railway; Glasgow and Renfrew District Railway 
Transfer; Paisley) Police and Public Health; North British Railway. 
The same were ordered to lie on the Table ‘8 i ch - .. POR 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
Tribe Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—No. 2558. United States (New Orleans). 
Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table. - -- S367 


BANK OF ENGLAND.—Applications made by the First Lord of the Treasury and 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer to the Governor and Deputy Governor 
of the Bank of England, for advances to Government, authorised by Par- 
Hament from Sth January, 1900, to Sth January, 1901... o -< LG 


TRUSTEE SAVINGS Banks.-—Ninth Annual Report of proceedings of the Inspec- 
tion Committee, for the year ended 20th November, 1900 ; with appendices. 1168 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


ENDOWED SCHOOLS ACd, 1869, AND AMENDING AcCts.—Scheme for the manage- 
ment of the charjty of William Price, in the parish of Fareham, in the 
county of Southampton, founded by will dated 24th August, 1721. Laid 
before the House (pursuant to Act), and to be printed. (No. 14.) .. i PEGS 


EARLY CLOSING OF SHOPS :— 
Lord Avebury ae x ae ae ae as Pe ie <0 LEGS 
Moved, *° That a Select Committee be appointed to inquire into the length 
of the hours of labour in shops; and whether any and, if so, what 
steps should be taken to diminish them.—-(Lord Avebury.) 
The Prime Minister and Lord sides Seal ‘ie — of — 1169 
Lord Avebury: ae sie oy S035 
On Question. motion agreed to. Committee nie ed pe 
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COMMITTEE OF SELECTION FOR THE STANDING COMMITTEE.—Report from, That cn 
the Committee have nominated the following Lords to serve on the Standing 
Committee :—L. Archbp. of Canterbury, E. Halsbury (LZ. Chancellor), 
L.. Archbp. of York. D. Devonshire (L. President). M. Salisbury (L. Pricy 
Seal). D. Bedford, D. Marlborough, D. Northumberland, M. Lansdowne, 
M. Bath, M. Ripon, M. Breadalbane. E. Pembroke and Montgomery (L. r 
R! 


Steward). E. Clarendon (L. Chamberlain). E. Denbigh. E. Stamford. E. 
Chesterfield, E. Shaftesbury, E. Jersey, E. Lauderdale, E. Carnwath, 
E. Stanhope, E. Waldegrave. E. Portsmouth. E. Hardwicke. E. Spencer. 
E. Mansfield. E. Onslow, E. Gray. E. Morley. E. Vane (MW. Londonderry), 
{. Cawdor, E. Camperdown, E. Dudley, E. Kimberley, E. Selborne, BA 
). Ancaster, E. Crewe, V. Falkland. V. Sidmouth. V. Gordon (/. Aberdeen), 
V. Cross, V. Peel. V. Knutsford, V. Llandaff, V. Goschen, V. Ridley, L. Bp. 
Winchester, L. Zouche of Haryngworth, L. Windsor, L. Saltoun, L. Balfour, 
L. Boyle (E. Cork and Orrery), Lu. Ribblesdale, L. Churchill, L. Harris, 
L. Colchester, L. Plunket. L. Rosebery (/. Rosebery). L. Poltimore, L. Kintore 


fe} ex 


(BE. Kintore), L. Leigh, L. Elgin (EF. Elgin and Kincardine), L. Belper, Pu 
L. Kinnaird, L. Lawrence. L. Aberdare, L. Coleridge. L. Fermanagh (2. 
Erne), 1. Norton, L. Rowton, L. Reay. L. Tweedmouth. L. Monk Bretton, 
L. Northbourne, L. Sudley (/. Arran), L. Monkswell, L. Lingen, L. Ash 
hourne. L. Thring. L. Macnaghten, L. Cheylesmore, L. Morris, L. Iveagh. 
L. Kelvin, L. Ashcombe, L. Newton. L. Hawkesbury. L. Stanmore, 
L. Welby. L. Davey, L. Wandsworth, L. Burghclere, L. James, L. Pirbright, 
IL. Glenesk, L. Heneage, L. Glanusk, L. Brampton. L. Cranworth, L. 
Avebury, L. Alverstone. 
Read. and ordered to lie on the Table .. a . a 2+ Tie ARN 
House adjourned at a quarter before Five of the clock. 
ae ARN 
HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 26TH FEBRUARY. 1901, 
Several other Members took and subscribed the Oath Nay 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINES. 
London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway Bill— ’etition for additional pro- Nav 
vision ; referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills .. .. 1174 
PETITIONN. Nav 
3EER Bine.—-Two Petitions from Andover. in favour ; to lie upon the Table .. 1174 
ELEMENTARY Epucation (HIGHER GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUATION SCHOOLS). PAPE 
Petitions for alteration of Law. from Manchester ; Pudsey ; Soothill ; 
Sowerby Bridge ; Rochdale ; and Birkenhead ; to lie upon the Table .. 1174 


Mines (Eigur Hours) Bite.—Petition of the Mining Association of Great 
Britain. against ; to lie upon the Table .. Ka <i be ie <s SEee 
Pook LAW OFFICERS SUPERANNUATION Act. 1896.—-Petitions for alteration 
of Law. from Whitby and Monkseaton ; Kaling ; Woolwich ; and Abram : 
to lie upon the Table .. te ae 5 Me te he of <2 VATS 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) Act, 1899.—Paper | presented 


22nd February] to be printed. [No. 46]. .. 1175 
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Civi. SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS EsTIMATES, 1901-2.—Copy pre- 
sented, of the Estimates for Civil Services and Revenue Departments for 
the year ending 31st March, 1902, togethre with a copy of the Memorandum 
by the Financial Secretary to the Treasury relating thereto [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 46.] .. i. ie .. 1175 


TRUSTEE SAVINGS Banks.—Copy presented, of Ninth Annual Report of the pro- 
ceedings of the Inspection Committee for the year ended 20th November, 
1900, with aise [by one to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 47.] .. ¥ - - Ss x - 2 MELD 


BakRACKS AcT, 1890.—Account presented, showing the money raised and 
issued under the provisions of the Act, the securities created in respect 
thereof, and the amount expended for the purposes of the Act to the 31st 
March, 1900, with the Report of the Comptroller and Auditor General 
thereon [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [ No. 48.] .. 1175 


PUBLIC OFFICES (ACQUISITION OF SITE) ACT, 1895, SESSION 2 ; PUBLIC OFFICES 
(WESTMINSTER) SITE Act, 1896 ; PuBLIc OFrices (WHITEHALL) Sire Act, 
1897 ; AND PusBLIc BuILDINGs Expenses Act, 1898.—Account presented, 
showing the moneys issued out of the Consolidated Fund, the moneys 
borrowed and the securities created in respect thereof, the disposal of moneys 
issued to the National Debt Commissioners for temporary investment under 
the provisions of the Acts, and the expenditure to the 31st March, 1900 ; 
together with the Report of the Comptroller and Auditor General thereon 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 49.] .. as 11 

Army (YEOMANRY) (REPORT OF CoMMITTEE).—Copy presented, of Report of ;Com- 
mittee on the organisation, arms, and equipment of the ea Force 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table .. si of «+ TRG 

ARMY (SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE, 1900—1901).—Copy weaned, of — 
mentary Estimate of the further amount required in the year ending 31st 
March, 1901, to meet additional expenditure occasioned by the War in South 
Africa [by Command]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 50.] 1176 

Navy Estimates, 1901—2.—Estimates presented, for the year 1901-2. with 
Explanation of Differences [by Command]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
he printed. [No. 51.].. ‘i es * < - . 1176 

NAVY STATEMENT (EXPLANATORY OF ESTIMATES).—Copy prese sted, of Statement 

z of the First Lord of the Admiralty explanatory of the Navy Estimates. 
1901-2 [by Command]; tolieuponthe Table. i - ad .. 196 

NAVY (SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE).—Copy presented, of Supplementary Estimate 
of His Majesty's Navy for the year 1900-1901 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. and to be printed. [No. 52.] .. es fe es .. LLi6 

PAPERS LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE Fie SE 

1. Bank of England.—Copy of all applications made vet the First Lord of 

the Treasury and the Chancellor of the Exchequer to the Governor and 

Deputy Governor of the Bank of England for advances to the Govern- 

jj ment authorised by Parliament, from 5th January, 1900, to 5th 


=~! 
cr 


—— 
to 


”» 
January, 1901 [by Act]; to be printed. [No. 53.] 
2. Private Bills—-Copy of Rules for the Practice and Procedure of the 
5 Referees on Private Bills (in pursuance of Standing Order 88) ; to be 


printed. [No. 54.] 
3. Church Temporalities (Lreland)—Copy of Report of the Comptroller 
and Auditor General upon the Account of the Irish Land Commission 
in respect of Church Temporalities in Ireland for the year ended 31st 
3 - March, 1900 [by Act]; to be printed. [No. 55.] - -. 3976 
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Civi, CONTINGENCIES FUND, 1899-1900.—Copy ordered, “of Accounts of the 
Civil Contingencies Fund, 1899-1900, showing (1) the Receipts and Pay- 
ments in connection with the Fund in the year ended the 31st day of March, 

1900 ; (2) the distribution of the Capital of the Fund at the commencement 
and close of the year ; together with Copy of the Correspondence with the 
Comptroller and Auditor General thereon.”—(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 1177 


NATIONAL GALLERY Report. ~Copy ordered, ‘of the Report of the Director of 
the National Gallery for the year 1900, with Appendices.”-—(Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain.) ps ee oe “ re 


Leap PoisoninG.— Address for ** Return giving (a) the nuinber of cases of lead 
poisoning reported under the Factory and Workshop Act. 1895, in the 
manufacture of earthenware and china during the period from the Ist day 
of January, 1899, to the 31st day of December, 1900, distinguishing bet ween 
cases in the decorative processes and cases in the process of dipping, ware 
cleaning, etc. ; (b) the number of persons suspended from working in 
dangerous processes by the certifying surgeons for the Hanley. Burslem, 
Tunstall, and Stoke districts in the same manufacture during the same 
period, in pursuance of the special rules (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper, No. 235, of Session 1900). —(Mr. Jesse Collings.) Be 4 ee | i 


TRAWL VESSELS (PROSECUTIONS).—Return ordered, “ for the years 1892!to 1900, 
inelusive, ending the 31st day of December, of prosecutions undertaken 
in the Sheriff Courts of Scotland, under the Summary Jurisdiction (Scot 
land) Acts, of the Masters of Beam or Otter Trawl vessels for alleged in- 
fringement of the bye-laws of the Fishery Board, or the provisions of the 
Acts prohibiting Beam or Otter Trawling within certain waters round the 
coasts of Seotland.”—(Mr. Cathcart Wason.) .. - as fe ia ee 


Tenants’ Improvement (Ireland) Bill Order for Second Reading upon 
Wednesday, 19th June, read, and discharged. Bill withdrawn. 
Leave given to present another Bill instead thereof.—(.Ma jor Jameson.) 2. 1178 


Tenants’ Improvement (Ireland) (No. 2) Bill--* For improving the 
condition of Tenants in cities, towns, and villages in Ireland.” presented 
accordingly, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Wed- 
nesday, 19th June, and to be printed. [Bill 67. ] = Vy = .. 1178 


OUCESTIONS, 
SoutTme ArRICAN Wark TNQuiry INTO MANAGEMENT.-—Question, Mar. Soames 
(Norfolk, S.) > Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A.J. Balfour, 
Manchester, F.) iP re 6 ae si as #. ¥ i PES 


THe Jameson Raib [NpeMNITY.--Qhuestion, Mr. Alfred) Davies (Carmarthen 
Boroughs) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Cham- 
berlain, Birmingham, W.) —.. Ss a ¥ ‘0 i - .. 1279 

PaTeENT RIGHTS IN SOUTH AFRICA—Question. Sir John Brunner (Cheshire. 
Northwich) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain aa ie bs ie .« 1179 

NEWSPAPER ProOsECUTIONS—CASE OF MR. ALBERT CARTWRIGHT.—()uestion, 

Mr. Humphreys-Owen (Montgomeryshire) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 1179 

TREATMENT OF Bork WOMEN AND CHILDREN-—-RATIONS.—Questions, Mr. John 
Ellis (Nottinghamshire. Rushcliffe), and Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) 
Answers, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodriek, Surrey. Guildford) 1 1&0 
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PAARDEBURG OPERATIONS—GENERAL COLVILE.—Question, The Master of Elibank 
(Midlothian) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


IRISH PRISONERS AT ST. HELENA.— Questions, Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, N.) 
and Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) ; Answers, The Financial Secretary 
to the War Office (Lord Stanley, cain. Westhoughton) 

SouTH AFRICAN CONCILIATION COMMITTEE—LIEUTENANT MorrIson’s LETTER.- 
Question, Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett (Sheftield, Ecclesall) ; Answer, The 
Attorney General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Burghs) 


Pay OF BRITISH SOLDIERS DURING CapTivity.— (Question, Mr. Soames ; Answer, 
Lord Stanley 


THE CasE OF Esav.—Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


TRANSPORT—DEMURRAGE AF SOUTH AFRICAN PoRTS.—Question, Mr. Pirie 
(Aberdeen, N.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley ‘ 54 : 


ENTERIC AND DYSENTERY STATISTICS.—Question, Mr. Cochrane annie N. ); 
Answer, Lord Stanley ‘ ‘ , 

INOCULATION FOR ENTERIC FEVER.—Question, Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) ; Answer, Lord Stanley - 

‘THE STORMBERG CASUALTIES.—Question, Major Jameson (Clare, W.); Answer, 
Lord Stanley 

South AFRICAN Repusiics (MILITARY Nores).—Questions, Mr. Channing 
(Northamptonshire, E.), Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire), and Mr. Stevenson 
(Suffolk, Eye) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick 

Mountain BaTTreRtes.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest 
of Dean) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick me 

ArMY RESERVE—SECTION IJ.—Question, Sir John Leng ian. Answer, 
Lord Stanley $5 2 a ; 

CAVALRY ESTABLISHMENT.—Question, Major Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford); Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick Wa Mr 

PURCHASE OF ARMY Horses IN IRELAND.—Questions, Colonel Nolan (Galway, 
N.), Major Rasch, and Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) ; Answers, Lord Stanley 


IRISH MANUFACTURERS AND GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS.—Qaestion, Mr. Field 
(Dublin, St. Patrick’s):; Answer, Lord Stanley 


CRIMEAN SOLDIERS’ WIDOWS AND THE Patriotic FuNbD.—Questions, Sir John 
Leng, and Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.) ; Answers, Lord Stanley 


VOLUNTEER AMMUNITION IN ABERDEEN.—(uestion, Mr. Maconochie (Aberdeen- 
shire, E.); Answer, Lord Stanley ; 


Visit or ImpertaL Troops TO AUSTRALIA.—(Questions, Mr. William Redmond ; 
Answer, Lord Stanley 

RoyaL Parriotic Funxnp Returnx.—Question, Mr. Kearley (Devonport) : 
Answer, Lord Stanley a a i: i a 

ARM¥ CONTRACTS—TEMPORARY SECRECY AS TO PRICES.—Question, Colonel 
Nolan ; Answer, Lord Stanley , os Ss ne 

RoMAN CATHOLIC CHAPLAINS FOR THE NAVY.—(uestions, Mr. M‘Fadden( Donegal, 
E.), Mr. William Redmond; Answers, The Secretary to the Admiralty 
(Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast W.,.. - ae : E 
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and Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) ; Answers. The Secretary of State 
for India (Lord G. Hamilton. Middlesex, Ealing) - mS x .. 1190 
Burma JUDICIAL SERVICE.—-Question, Mr. Caine (Cornwall. Camborne); An- 
swer, Lord G. Hamilton ee ‘f SA 55 oe is 6 “a LAOD 
CHINA—THE LOOTING AT PEKING.— Question, Mr. O’Shee (Waterford. W.) ; 
Answer, Lord G. Hamilton - = - 2 7 ~ ss: LU9D 
BRITISH TRADE STATISTICS—EXpPorTs.—-Question, Sir Howard Vincent (Shef- 
field Central) ; Answer. The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald 


Balfour. Leeds Central) 1193 
IMPORTS OF FOREIGN MANUFACTURES.-—Questions, Sir Howard Vincent and 
Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet); Answers, Mr. Gerald Balfour  .. 1193 
TIN Plate INDUSTRY— AMERICAN DUTIES.—-Questions, Mr. Alfred Davies and 
Sir Howard Vincent ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour — .. Sn se .. 1194 
Dirker AND INDIRECT ‘TAXATION.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent ; Answer, 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) ~< LEO" 
TAPERING Pit Props AND Bars.—Question, Mr. Markham (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield) ; Answer, The Chief Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) * , re 4 és - -. 1195 
Gun Licences.—Question, Mr. John Gordon (Londonderry, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. 
Ritchie .. 1196 
THE JuRY SysTEM.—Question, Mr. John Gordon ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie .. 1196 
METROPOLITAN POLICE PAy.—Questions, Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, 8.) and 
Captain Norton (Newington, W.) ; Answers, Mr. Ritchie — .. Bia .. 1196 
VACCINATION—-THE CONSCIENTIOUS OBJECTOR.—(Question, Sir John Rolleston 
(Leicester) ; Answer. The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. 
Walter Long. Bristol, W.) s. SES 
VACCINATION RETURNS.—-(Question, Mr. Thomas Bayley (Derbyshire, Chester 
field); Answer, Mr. Walter Long - Y és és is s+ EEG? 
OVERCROWDING IN East LONpDoN.—Question, Mr. Thomas Dewar (Tower 
Hamlets, St. George’s): Answer, Mr. Walter Long a ae .. 1198 
RATES ON AGRICULTURAL LAND- (Juestion, Mr. Spear (Devonshire, Tavistock) ; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long io 1198 
ABERDEEN Post OFFICE BUILDINGS.—Question, Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) ; 
Answer, The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Akers Douglas, Kent, 
oP — .« 2198 


St. Augustine's) cf i a - , 
Trusts FRavps.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent ; Answer, Sir Robert Finlay 1199 
ENGLIsH JURY PANELS.—Questions, Mr. William Redmond and Mr. John 

Redmond ; Answers, Sir Robert Finlay .. , 1199 
Matpstong Evections.—(Question, Mr. Caine: Answer, Sir Robert Finlay .. 1200 
TELEGRAPH ForMs.—Question, Lieut.-Colonel  Pryce-Jones (Montgomery 

Boroughs) ; Answer, ‘he Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen 

Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) oe 3 = i .. 1200 
WELSH-SPEAKING PosTMASTERS.—(uestion, Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbigh- 

shire, W.); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain es ‘i i .. 1201 
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DuBLIN AND Beirast Mai TRAINS.—Question, Mr. Daly (Monaghan, S.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain a i is 

Mr. JERMYN'S CasTLECOVE EsTaTe.—Question, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8.) ; Answer, 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 

\RMAGH AND KINGscourT RatLWay SCHEME. —Question, Mr. Daly ; Answer, 
The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry) 


Horse BREEDING IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Daly; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Fair Rents IN County LoNGrorp.—(Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; Answer. 
Mr. Wyndham P 


SLIGO County CounciL—THE CourRTHOUSE FLAG.—-Question, Mr. O° Dowd 
(Sligo, S.); Answer, Mr. Atkinson 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) R&ETURN.—()uestion, Mr. O'Doherty (Donegal, 
N.): Answer, Mr. Wyndham 7 “j “i 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION RETURN.—Question, Mr. O'Doherty ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham , 
THE Recent “ Day oF GENERAL MourNING '—POLICE AND WICKLOW SHop- 
KEEPERS.—Question, Mr. James O'Connor (Wicklow, W.); Answer. Mr. 
Wyndham ts P 


LIMERICK CLERK OF THE PEACE.—Question. Mr. O'Shaughnessy (Limerick, W.) ; 
Answer. Mr. Wyndham 


COMMISSION OF THE PEACE FOR SOUTH ARMAGH.—Question, Mr. John Campbell 
(Armagh. 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham = yy me 


CHAIRMAN OF THE IRISH BoaRD OF Works.—(Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien 
(Kilkenny); Answer, Mr. Wyndham i 


SALARIES OF THE COUNTY OFFICIALS IN WEXFORD.—Questions, Sir ‘Thomas 
Esmonde (Wexford, N.). Mr. Flavin. Mr. Patrick O'Brien ; Answers. Mr. 


4 


Wyndham. . 


SPENCER Dock, DuBLin.—Question, Mr. Kennedy (Westmeath, N.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


STATE OPENING OF PARLIAMENT.—Question, Mr. Fenwick (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


BUSINESS OF THE Housk (GOVERNMENT BUSINESS). 
Mr. A. J. Balfour... 


Motion made, and Question proposed, * That Government business have 
precedence this day and to-morrow of all other business.’ —(.Wr. A. J. 


Balfour.) 


Discussion :— 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) 
Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) 
Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W.).. 
Mr. Yorall (Nottingham, W.) 
Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) 


Amendment proposed— 
* To leave out the words * and To-morrow.’ °—(Mr. Vorall.) 
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(Question proposed, ‘ That the words ‘and To-morrow ‘ stand part of the 
Sopa s 


Wr. A. J. Balfour.. « 127 
Mr. ol Redmond (W aterford) . 
Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydril) .. - 1220 
Sir William Harcourt .. ' sp » 222i 
Mr. William Abraham (G Mamorganshire, Rhondda) . 1999 
Mr. Labouchere (Northampton). . se - . 1223 
Sir Fortescue Flannery (Yorkshire. Shipley). . « L224 
Mr. Cochrane (Ayrshire, N.) > 1234 
Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) . 1935 
Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) . 1226 
Mr. Seton-Karr (St. Helens) . 1227 
Sir F. 8S. Powell (W igan) . . 1228 
Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staff ordshire, Lichfield) . . 1228 


(Juestion put. 

The House divided :—Aves. 269 ; Noes, 182. (Division List No. 10.) 

Main Question put. 

The House divided :—Avyes, 275 ; Noes, 184. (Division List No. | 

Ordered, That Government business have precedence this day and 
to-morrow of all other business. 


NEW BILL. 


LocaL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) Act (1894) AMENDMENT.—Bill to amend the 
Local Government (Scotland) Act, 1894, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Catheart Wilson, Sir William Arrol, Mr. Alexander Cross, Mr. Harmsworth, 
Mr. Nicol, Mr. Weir, and Mr. Leveson-Gower. 


Local Government (Scotland) Act (1894) Amendment Bill.‘ ‘To amend 
the Local Government (Scotland) Act, 1894,” presented, and read the 
first time; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, &th May, and to 
he printed. Bill 68 | ie = “Ee ae “ 5 os is USS 


Poor LAW SUPERANNUATION (IRELAND).—Bill to provide for Superannuation 
Allowances to certain local officers and servants in Ireland, and for con- 
tributions towards such allowances by such officers and servants, and to 
make other relative provisions, ordered to be ge in by Mr. O'Malley, 
Sir James Haslett, Mr. Harrington, Mr. T. . Russell, Mr. Claney, Mr. 
James O'Connor, and Mr. Cogan. 


te 


Poor Law Superannuation (Ireland) Bill.‘‘To provide forSuperannua- 
tion Allowances to certain local Officers and Servants in Ireland, and for 
contributions towards such Allowances by such Officers and Servants, and 


to make other relative provisions,” presented, and read the first time; to 
be read a second time upon Wednesday, 6th March, and to be printed. 
[Bill 69. | is ty t & i Ke rr - 3 .. 1238 


LANDS VALUATION (SCOTLAND) Act (1854) AMENDMENT.—Bill to amend the 
Lands Valuation (Scotland) Act, 1854, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
M’Crae, Mr. Bryce, Sir John Leng, Sir William Dunn, Mr. T. W. Russell, 
Mr. Colville, Mr. Wason, and Mr. Robert Wallace. 


Lands Valuation (Scotland) Act (1854) Amendment Bill.—* ‘lo amend 
the Lands Valuation (Scotland) Act, 1854,’’ presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time on Wednesday, 25th April, and to be 


printed [Bill 70. | - ies - - - ae ws 5 -- 1239 
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Appress IN ANSWER To His Magesty’s Most Gracious Speech.—Ninth Day’s 
Debate :— 
Order read, for resuming Adjourned Debate on Main Question [14th Feb- 
ruary], “That an humble Address be presented to His Majesty, as 
followeth— 


~~] 


* Most Gracious Sovereign, 

‘We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects. the Commons 
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Lreland, in Parliament 
assembled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the 
Gracious Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of 
Parliament.” —(Mr. Forster.) 

Question again proposed. 
CONDUCT OF THE WAR IN SouTH AFRrIcA (FARM BuRNING). 


Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) a “a ” bs .. 1239 
Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) 4 be. Ses ¥ .. 1260 
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Amendment proposed— 

* At the end of the Question to add the words, ‘ But we humbly repre- 
sent to Your Majesty that the wholesale burning of farmhouses, the 
wanton destruction and looting of private property, the driving of 
women and children out of their homes without shelter or proper pro- 
vision of food, and the confinement of women and children in prison 
camps are practices not in accordance with the usages of war as recog- 
nised by civilised nations; that such proceedings are in the highest 
degree disgraceful and dishonouring to a nation professing to be Chris- 
tian, and are calculated by the intense indignation and hatred of the 
British name which they must excite in the Dutch population to im- 
mensely increase the difficulty of restoring peace to South Africa. And 
we humbly and earnestly represent to Your Majesty that it is the duty 
of Your Majesty’s Government immediately to put a stop to all practices 
contrary to the recognised usages of war in the conduct of the war in 
South Africa ; and to make an effort to bring the war to an end by 
proposing to the Governments of the two Republics such terms of peace 
as brave and honourable men might, under all the circumstances, be 
reasonably expected to entertain.’ “—(Mr. Dillon.) 

(Juestion proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 
The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 
Mr. C. P. Scott (Lancashire, Leigh) He oa he Dt 
Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) 
Mr. Boyle (Donegal, W.) - o 


Mr. A. J. Balfour rose in his place, and claimed to move, * That the Ques- 
tion be now put.’ 


~T 


bho 
~ 
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ee 
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Question put, * That the Question be now put.” 

The House divided :—Ayes, 226; Noes, 117. (Division List No. 12.) 
(Juestion put accordingly, “ ‘That those words be there added.’ 

The House divided :—Ayes, 91; Noes, 243. (Division List No. 13.) 
Mr. A. J. Balfour claimed, “ That the Main Question be now put.” 
Main Question put accordingly. 


39 The House divided :—Ayes, 297; Noes, 78. (Division List No. 14.) 
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Resolved, That an humble Address be presented to His Majesty, as followeth: 


Most Gracious Sovereign. 

We, Your Majesty's most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons 
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament 
assembled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for 
the Gracious Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses 
of Parliament. 

To be presented by Privy Councillors and Members of His Majesty's 


Household. 


Supp_y.— Resolved, That this House will, ‘l'o-morrow, resolve itself into a Com- 
mittee to consider of the Supply to be granted to His Majesty. 


Ordered, That the several Kstimates presented to this House 


during the present Session be referred to the Committee of Supply. 
—(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 


Ways, AND Means.—Resolved, That this House will, To-morrow, resolve 
itself into a Committee to consider of the Ways and Means for raising 
the Supply to be granted to His Majesty. —(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 


BusINESs OF THE HOUSE (SUPPLY). 
Mr. A. J. Balfour oe = 
Motion made, and Question proposed,— 

* That, so soon as the Committee of Supply has been appointed 
and Estimates have been presented, the Business of Supply shall (until 
it be disposed of) be the first Order of the Day on Friday, unless the 
House otherwise order, on the motion of a Minister of the Crown 
moved at the commencement of Public Business to be decided 
without Amendment or Debate; and the provisions of Standing 
Order No. 56 shall be extended to Friday: Not more than twenty 
days, being days before the 5th of August, on which the Speaker 
leaves the Chair for the Committee of Supply without Question put, 
counting from the first day on which the Speaker so left the Chair under 
Standing Order No. 56,shall be allotted for the consideration of the Annual 
Estimates for the Army, Navy, and Civil Services, including Votes on 
Account, the business of Supply standing first Order on every such day : 
Provided always, that on Motion made after notice by a Minister of the 
Crown, to be decided without Amendment or Debate, additional time, not 
exceeding three days, may be allotted for the Business of Supply either 
before or after the 5th of August: On the last but one of the allotted 
days, at Ten o'clock p.m.. the Chairman shall proceed to put forthwith 
every question necessary to dispose of the outstanding Votes in Com- 
mittee of Supply ; and on the last, not being earlier than the twentieth 
of the allotted days, the Speaker shall. at Ten o clock p-m., proceed to 
put forthwith every question necessary to complete the outstanding Re- 
ports of Supply: On the days appointed for concluding the Business of 
Supply, the consideration of such business shall not be anticipated by a 
Motion of Adjournment under Standing Order No. 17; nor may any 
dilatory Motion be moved on such proceedings ; nor shall they they be 
interrupted under the proceedings of any Standing Order relating to the 
Sittings of the House: Provided always that any Additional Estimate 
for any new service of matters not included in the original Estimate for the 
year shall be submitted for consideration in the Committee of Supply on 
any day not later than two days before the Committee is closed : Provided 
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also that the days occupied by the consideration of Estimates supplemen- 
tary to those of a previous Session, or of any Vote of Credit, or of Votes 
for Supplementary or Additional Estimates presented by the Govern- 
ment for War Expenditure, shall not be included in the computation of 
the twenty days. Provided also that two Morning Sittings shall be 
deemed equivalent to one Three o'clock Sitting.” —(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 
Discussion :— 
Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, R pig i “ te 7 .. 1294 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) sk vis si .. 1299 
Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) 1302 
Sir Henry Fowler (Wolverhampton, E.) — . i me .. 1304 
Colonel Milward (Warwickshire, Stratford-on-.: -Avon) a a .. 1306 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) SE ee ae - me .. 1307 
Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne) , i és .. 13809 
Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett _— Ecclesall) 5% - re .. 1309 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, NN.) .. ss re 24 .. 1810 
1991 Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) cE ~ bi: oy S .. 1813 
si Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick’ oe oe e e - ~ 137 
Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) ba a - 26 ie .. 1319 
129] Amendment proposed. 
“Tn line 16, to leave out the word ‘three. in order to insert the 
— word ‘ five.’ ’ —(Mr. Dalziel.) 
(Juestion proposed, ‘‘ That the word * three stand part of the Question.’ 
It being midnight, the debate stood adjourned. 
Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 
Leap PotsoninG.— Address for ‘* Return of the number of cases of Lead Poison- 
ing reported as occurring (1) in the earthenware and china industry, for 
each month from January, 1898, to December, 1900, both inclusive, and 
(2) in all other trades (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 171, of 
Session 1900)."—(Mr. Coghill.) .. es ee ¥ - re .. 132] 
PuBLic Accounts ComMItTTer.—Ordered, ‘That the Committee do consist of 
Fifteen Members. 
The Committee was accordingly nominated ofi—Mr. Baldwin, Mr. Banbury, 
Mr. Blake, Mr. Gibson Bowles, Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Mr. Cohen, 
Mr. Cameron Corbett, Sir Thomas Esmonde, Mr. Goddard, Sir Bramp- 
ton Gurdon, Sir Arthur Hayter, Mr. Brodie Hoare. Mr. Herbert Lewis, 
Sir Robert Mowbray, and Mr. Pym. 
Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, and 
records.—(Sir William Walrond.) .. Me a 2 ey + LSS 
PUBLIC PETITIONS :— 
Ordered, That a Select Committee be appointed, to whom shall be referred 
all Petitions presented to the House, with the exception of such as relate 
to Private Bills ; and that such Committee do classify and prepare 
abstracts of the same, in such form and manner as shall appear to them 
best suited to convey to the House all requisite information respecting 
their contents, and do report the same from time to time to the House ; 
and that the Reports of the Committee do set forth the number ot 
signatures to each Petition only in respect of those signatures to which 
addresses are fixed ; and that such Committee have power to direct the 
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printing in extenso of such Petitions, or of such parts of Petitions as 
shall appear to require it :—And that such Committee have power to 
report their opinion and observations thereupon to the House, 


Page 


‘The Committee was accordingly nominated of—Mr. Allsopp, Mr. Edward | 
Barry, Mr. Brymer, Sir Charles Dalrymple, Colonel Kenyon-Slaney, — ~ 
General Laurie, Mr. Herbert Lewis, Sir Henry Meysey-Thompson, Mr. 
Charles Morley, Mr. T. P. O'Connor, Mr. Philipps, Mr. Tollemache, 
Lord Willoughby de Eresby, and Mr. Henry Joseph Wilson. 

Ordered, That three be the quorum.—(Sir William Walrond.) 

Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve of the clock. 


re 
ts 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 277TH FEBRUARY, 1901. 


Another Member took and subscribed the Oath. 


THE DeATH OF (QUEEN VicToRIA.—Mr. Speaker informed the House that he had 
received a Message of Sympathy on the death of Her late Majesty from thes 
President of the House of Representatives in the Austrian Reichsrath .. 1323 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
WaGEs AND Errects OF DECEASED SEAMEN.— Account [presented 15th February | 
to be printed. |No. 56] Ee ke si ; . 1324 


UNIVERSITY OF ABERDEEN.—Copy presented, of Annual Statistical Report by the 
University Court of the University of Aberdeen for 1899-1900 [by Act] ;, 


to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 57] 1324 
CiviL CONTINGENCIES FuND, 1899-1900.—Return presented, relative thereto 

[ordered 26th February ; Mr. Austen Chamberlain] ; to lie upon the Table, 

and to be printed. |No. 58] e es 5 - iy ‘ .. 1324 


NATIONAL GALLERY Rerort.— Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 26th 
February ; Wr. Austen Chamberlain|; to lie upon the Table, and to be 


printed. |No. 5 59)| ae = as 1324 
LEAD POISONING :-— 
Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 26th February ; Mr. Jesse 
Collings] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 60.] 
Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 26th February ; Mr. Coghill] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 61] .. he 1324 


New Soutu WaALgs (FEDERAL Extections Act, 1900).—Copy presented, of the 
Federal Elections Act, 1900 (New South W es iby Act]; to lie upon the 

i¢ Table, and to be printed. [No. 62] . ‘ is én .. 1324 

GREENWICH HosPITAL AND TRAVERS’ FouNDATION.— Accounts presented, for the 
year ended 3ist March, 1900, with the Report of the Comptroller and 
Auditor General thereon [by Ac et] to lie upon the Table, and to be — 
[No. 63] .. : , se - - 

Lire AssURANCE CoMPANIES.—Copy presented, of Statements of Account, and 
of Life Assurance and Annuity Business and Abstracts of Actuarial , 
Reports, ee with the Board of Trade during the year ended 
31st December, 1900 [by Act] ; to lie iti the mat and to — i 
Me 64)... .. ee . . 1324 


1324 
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BUSINESS OF THE HoUsE (SUPPLY). 
Order read j for resuming Adjourned Debate on Amendment to 
Question [26th February], “That, so soon as the Committee of 
: Supply has been appointed and Estimates have been presented, the 
Business of Supply shall (until it be disposed of) be the first Order of the 
Day on Friday, unless the House otherwise order on the Motion of a 
Minister of the Crown moved at the commencement of Public Business to be 
decided without Amendment or Debate ; and the provisions of Standing 
Order No. 56 shall be extended to Friday: Not more than twenty days, 
being days before the 5th of August, on which the Speaker leaves the Chair 
for the Committee of Supply without Question put, counting from the first 
day on which the Speaker so left the Chair under Standing Order No. 56, 
shall be allotted for the consideration of the Annual Estimates for the 
Army, Navy, and Civil Services, including Votes on Account, the 
Business of Supply standing first Order on every such day: Provided 
1, always, that on Motion made after Notice by a Minister of the Crown, 
to be decided without Amendment or Deba e. additional time, not exceed- 
ing three days, may be allotted for the Business of Supply, either before 
or after the 5th of August : On the last but one of the allotted days, at 
Ten o'clock p.m.. the Chairman shall proceed to put forthwith every 
err (Juestion necessary to dispose of the outstanding Votes in Committee 
1393 of Supply; and on the last, not being earlier than the twentieth 
of the allotted days, the Speaker shall, at Ten o'clock p.m... proceed 
to put forthwith every Question necessary to complete the outstanding 
Reports of Supply : On the days appointed for concluding the Business of 
Supply. the consideration of such business shall not be anticipated by a 
1324 Motion of Adjournment under Standing Order No. 17 ; nor may any dila- 
tory Motion be moved on such proceedings ; nor shall they be interrupted 
under the provisions of any Standing Order relating to the Sittings of the 
1394 House : Provided always that any Additional Estimate for any new service 
. or matter, not included in the original Estimates for the vear shall be sub- 
mitted for consideration in the Committee of Supply on any day not later 
than two days before the Committee is closed : Provided also that the days 
occupied by the consideration of Estimates supplementary to those of a 
previous Session, or of any Vote of Credit, or of Votes for Supplementa ¥ 
or Additional Estimates presented by the Government for War Expenditure 
shall not be included in the computation of the twenty days. Provided 
1524 also that two Morning Sittings shall be deemed equivalent to one Three 
o'clock Sitting.” --(Wr. A. J. Balfour.) 


1324 


And which Amendment was— 
“In line 16, to leave out the word’ three,’ in order to insert the word 
“five -—-(Wr. Dalziel.) 
1324 (Jnestion again proposed, “That the word ‘ three’ stand part of the Ques: 
tion.” 
Discussion :— 
1324 Mr. William Redmond (Clare. BE.) .. = x oe a 5 3326 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) a ‘3 se a ih -- 1327 
Mr. Flom phill (Torove N.) me ~ oh ie ca, ESZS 
Mr. Sydney Burton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar a sa 2 eat & 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A Bed. Balfour, Manchester, E.) .. 1329 
Question put. 
The House divided :—-Ayes, 179 ; Noes, 141. (Division List No. 15.) 
Sir Thomas Esmonde(Weaford,N.) .. ae 3 ee Se xs, ie 
; = Mr, Cullinan (Tipperary, 8.) = 9 6 - i », 13: 
1324 
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Amendment proposed— 
“ At the end of the Question, to add the words—‘ Provided also that 
not less than six nights shall be allocated for the discussion of Irish Esti- 
mates.’ ’—(Sir Thomas Esmonde.) 
()uestion proposed, * That those words be there added.” 
Discussion :— 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) a me n xp $8 .. 13387 
Ur. Coghill (Stoke-upon- Trent) = ie he: “4 os .. 1341 
Mr. 0” Shee (Waterford, W.) im 6 a — ot ois -. 1988 
Mr. T. W. Russell a - .. 1343 
Sir : Ashmead-Bartlett (shetfield, E ‘eclesall) 5 3 ” .. 1344 
Mr. ; J. Balfour ; “a ec a .. 1oa5 
Mr. ff J. Wilson (¥ ork: shire, WR. Holmfirth) es ti .. 1348 
Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 8.) eg _ i i = ue ». Bean 
Amendment proposed to the Amendment 
i - leave out * six ,’ in order to insert * five.” ”—(Mr. H. J. Wilson.) 
Mr. . the Balfour - : ae Ss ax oe ac .. 1348 
Mr. ae (ross (G dasgow, Camlachie) ae b .. 1348 
hiuaiiaien to the Amendment put and agreed to. 
Question put, ~ That the words * Provided also that not less than five nights 
shall be allocated for the discussion of Irish Estimates ’ be there added.” 
‘The House divided :—Aves, 141; Noes, 213. (Division List No. 16.) 
Main Question again proposed. 
Sir FE. Ashmead-Bartlett i ne a oe es 5 .. 1351 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) .. i ae io ne .. 1352 


Question put. 
‘The House divided :—Ayes, 257 ; Noes, 104. (Division List No. 17). 


Resolved, That, so soon as the Committee of Supply has been appointed and 
Estimates have been presented, the Business of Supply shall (until it be 
disposed of) be the first Order of the Day on Friday, unless the House 
otherwise order on the Motion of a Minister of the Crown moved at the 
commencement of Public Business to be decided without Amendment 
or debate ; and the provisions of Standing Order No. 56 shall be ex- 
tended to Friday. Not more than twenty days, being days before the 
5th of August, on which the Speaker leaves the Chair for the Committee 
of Supply without Question put, counting from the first day on which 
the Speaker so left the Chair under Standing Order No. 56, shall be 
allotted for the consideration of the Annual Estimates for the Army, 
Navy, and Civil Services, including Votes on Account, the Business of 
Supply standing first Order on every such day. Provided always, that 
on Motion made, after Notice by a Minister of the Crown to be decided 
without Amendment or Debate, additional time, not exceeding three 
days. may be allotted for the Business of Supply, either before or after 
the 5th of August. On the last but one of the allotted days, at Ten 
«clock p.m., the Chairman shall proceed to put forthwith every Question 
necessary to dispose of the outstanding Votes in Committee of Supply ; 
and on the last, not being earlier than the twentieth of the allotted days. 
the Speaker shall, at Ten o'clock p.m., proceed to put forthwith every 
Question necessary to complete the outstanding Reports of Supply. 
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On the days appointed for concluding the Business of Supply, the con- 
sideration of such business shall not be anticipated by a Motion of 
Adjournment under Standing Order No. 17; nor may any dilatory 2 
Motion be moved on such proceedings ; nor shall they be interrupted 
under the provisions of any Standing Order relating to the Sittings of 
the House. Provided always that any Additional Estimate for any new 
service or matter, not included in the original Estimates for the year, 
shall be submitted for consideration in the Committee of Supply on 
any day not later than two days before the Committee is closed. Pro- 
vided also that the days occupied by the consideration of Estimates 
supplementary to those of a previous Session, or of any Vote of Credit, 
or of Votes for Supplementary or Additional Estimates presented by the 
Government for War Expenditure, shall not be included in the com- 
putation of the twenty days. Provided also that two Morning Sittings 
shall be deemed equivalent to one Three o'clock Sitting. 


Miners (E1GHt Hours) Bitt.—Second Reading. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. Yorall (Nottingham, W.)_ .. ee 5a ae $f. i <a: ESEWE 
Motion made, and Question proposed, * That the Bill be now read a second 

time.” 

Sir Alfred Hickman (Wolverhampton, W.) .. - ne a .. 1366 


Amendment proposed— 
* To leave out the word * now.’ and at the end of the Question to add 
the words ‘ upon this day six months.’ ’—(Sir Alfred Hickman.) 


(Juestion proposed, * That the word ‘ now ’ stand part of the Question.” 


Discussion : 


Mr. Fenwick (Northumberland, Wansbeck) oy ea a ws RE 
Mr. Joseph Walton (Yorkshire, W.R., Barnsley) .. ee os One 
Mr. Atherley-Jones (Durham, N.W.) i ‘cs es d -« 139 
Mr. Higginhottom (Liverpool, West Derby) .. % re + .. 1383 
Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) .. sat sts a i .. 1384 
Sir James Joicey (Durham, Chester-le-Ntreet) a ok ae .. 1386 


Mr. Yoxall claimed. * That the Question be now put.” 

(Juestion put, That the Question be now put.” 

The House divided »—Aves, 231; Noes, 184. (Division List No. 18.) 
Question put accordingly, * That the word * now | stand part of the Question.’ ” 
The House divided -— Ayes, 212 ; Noes, 199. (Division List No. 19.) 

Mr. Yoxall claimed, ‘That the Main Question be now put.” 

Main Question put accordingly, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed for To-morrow. 


NEW BILLS. 


VaccINATION.—Bill to amend the Vaccination Acts, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Broadhurst, Mr. Thomas Bayley, Sir John Rolleston. Mr. Channing, 
and Mr. Grant. 
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Vaccination Bill.—‘ ‘To amend the Vaccination Acts,” presented, and read 
the first time ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 20th March, 
and to be printed. [Bill 71.] 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND).—Bill to prohibit 
the sale or supply of Liquors to Children in Scotland, ordered to be brought 


in by Mr. Cameron Corbett, Sir Herbert Maxwell, Sir John Stirling-Maxwell, 


Sir Andrew Agnew, Mr. Campbell, Mr. Baird. Mr. Law, Mr. Gordon, Mr. 
Hozier. Mr. Maxwell, Mr. Orr-Ewing, and Mr. J. Wilson. 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (Scotland) Bill.- -“‘lo prohibit 
the sale or supply of Liquors to Children in Scotland,” presented, and read 
the first time ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 6th March, and 
to be printed. [Bill 72.| 


THE OGADEN SoMALIS.—On the Motion for the Adjournment of the House— 
Question, Mr. Lough (Islington, W.); Answer, The Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs (Viscount Cranborne, Rochester) 


Adjourned at Six of the clock. 


In pursuance of Standing Order No. 1, “ Sittings of the House,” I hereby 
nominate—The Right Honourable Charles Beilby Stuart-Wortley, Mr. 
John Edward Ellis, Mr. Edward Blake, Mr. Arthur Frederick Jetfreys, and 
Mr. Henry Hobhouse, to act during this session as temporary Chairmen 
of Committees when requested by the Chairman of Ways and Means— 
Witiiam Court GuLLy, Speaker.—27th February, 1901. 


END OF TABLE OF CONTENTS TO VOLUME LXXXIX 
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THE 


PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES 


(AUTHORISE 


IN 
SECOND SESSION or THE 


Unitep Kinapom or GREAT 


First YEAR OF THE REIGN OF 


HIS MAJESTY KI 


FERS] 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Wednesday, 23rd January, 1901, 


House met, on the occasion of the 
Demise of Herlate Majesty Queen Victoria, 


pursuant to the Act of 6 Anne e. 7. 


The Lord Chancellor, singly, m the 
first place, took the Oath at the Table. 


His Royal Highness the Duke of 
Connanght and Strathearn, singly, took 
the Oath. 


His Royal Highness the Duke of York, 
singly, took the Oath. 


VOLUME 


D EDITION) 


THE 


TIVENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT oF THE 


BRITAIN and IRELAND, 1N THE 


NG EDWARD VII. 


OF SESSION, 


HOUSE OF COMMONS 


Lid san, 2371 Junuery, 1901. 


The House met at Four of the cloek. 


It having pleased Almighty God to 
take to His mercy our late Most Gracious 
Sovereign Lady Queen Victoria of blessed 
memory, who departed this life yesterday 
hetween the hours of six and seven of the 
clock in the evening, at Osborne House, 
in the Isle of Wight; and Her late 
Majesty’s Most Honourable Privy Couneil, 


and others, having met this day at Saint 


_James’s Palace, and having directed that 


Several Lords took the Oath 


The Lord Hamilton of Lalzell sat first | 
in Parliament after the death of his | 
father. 


House adjourned at Five of the | 
clock, till To-morrow, Eleven | 
of the clock. 


VOL, LXXXIX. 


| 
[FOURTH SERIES. | 


His Royal Highness Albert Edward 


Prince of Wales be proclaimed King, by 


the Style and Title of Edward the 


| Seventh, 


Mr. Speaker, and several other Mem- 
bers, came to the House of Commons this 
day, where Mr. Speaker alone, and then 


A 








3 Adjournment. ‘COMMONS! Adjournment. 4 


the other Members present, took the 
Oath, and several Members made and 
subscribed the Aflirmation required by 
Law. 
NEW MEMBER SWORN. 

Henry Wilson Worsley-Taylor, esquire, 
Q.C., for North Lancashire (Blackpool 
Division). 


ADJOURNMENT. 


Motion made, and Question, “That 
this House do now adjourn”—(J/r, 
Ainstruther)—put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned at Five minutes after 
Six of the clock, 





“hat 


after 
ock, 


and Certificate read. 





5 Formal {24 JANUARY 1901} Business. 6 


HOUSE OF LORDS. | HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Thursday, 24th January, 1901. Thursday, 24th January, 1901. 


REPRESENTATIVE PEER FOR Several other Members took and sub- 
IRELAND. | scribed the Oath, and two other Members 
Writs and Returns electing the Lord | made and subscribed the Affirmation re 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Dunboyne a Representative Peer for Ire- | quired by Law. 

: | 
land in the room of the Lord Oranmore | 
and Browne, deceased, with the Certifi- | 
cate of the Clerk of the Crown in Ireland | 
annexed thereto. Delivered (on oath), 


ADJOURNMENT. 


| Motion made, and Question, “That 
| this House do now adjourn” — (Mr. 
| Austruther)—put, and agreed to. 
| 


His Royal Highness the Duke of Cam- 


bridge, singly, took the Oath. Adjourned accordingly at ten 
minutes before Six of the 


The Earl of Radnor sat first in Parlia- clock. 


ment after the death of his father. 


Several Lords took the Oath. 


House adjourned at Four of the 
clock, till To-morrow, Four of 
the clock. 
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!laws of the kingdom and to promote the 


HOUSE OF LORDS. | happiness and liberty of his subjects.” 
1° i |My Lords, in making this motion, I 
ru 25th . "y, 190 ie AP ise ; 
Friday, 25th Janvary, 1901. ‘have to perform by far the saddest duty 


that has ever befallen me, and you in 
voting it will be animated by similar 

Several Lords took the Oath. ifeelings. We are echoing the accents 

a ‘ ra ‘of sorrow which reach us from every 

The Karl of Harrowby sat first in Par-| part of the Empire and every part of the 
liament after the death of his father. globe, and which express the deep and 
heartfelt feeling—a feeling deeper than 
| I ever remember—of sorrow at the singu- 
THE DEATH OF QUEEN ilar loss which, under the dispensation of 

VICTORIA. ' Divine Providence, we have suffered, and 
seletstng of admiration for ‘the glorious reign and 
MESSAGE FROM THE KING. | the splendid character “of the Sovereign 

, whom we have lost. 

Delivered by the Marquess of Salisbury | My Lords, the late Queen had so many 
and read by the Lord Chancellor, as | | titles to our adiniration that it would oc- 
follows :— ‘cupy an enormous time to glance at them 

—— aa even perfunctorily ; but that on which 
Epwarp Rex, (I think your Lordships will most. reflect, 
The King is fully assured that the | and which will chiefly attach to her 

House of Lords will share in the deep | character in history 18 that, being a con- 

wrrow which has befallen His Majesty | stitutional Monarch with restricted powers, 
ase ee“ Jesty | sh gned by sheer force of character, 

“ee ishe reigned by 
and the Nation by the lamented | },, the lovableness of her disposition, 
death of His Majesty’s mother, the late | over the hearts of her subjects, and ex- 
(Jueen. Her devotion to the welfare ercised an influence in moulding their 

Her country and Her people, and | character and destiny which she could 
Her wise and beneficent rule during | not have done more if she had had the 
the sixty-four years of Her glorious |™0St despotic power in her hands. She 

. ; . be i has been a great instance of government 
reign will ever be held in affectionate | Pageants * 

ny example, by esteem, by lover: and it 
memory by Her loyal and devoted sub-| Wit) never be forgotten how much she 
jects throughout the dominions of the has done for the elevation of her people, 
British Empire. not by the exercise of any prerogative, 
not by the giving of any commands, but 
iby the simple recognition and contem- 
PRIVY SEAL (The Marquess of Satis: | ation of the brilliant qualities which 
Bury): My Lords, I have to move that | she has exhibited in her exalted position. 

‘an humble address be presented to His | My Lords, it may be, perhaps, proper 
Majesty to assure His Majesty that this | that those who, like noble Lords opposite 
House deeply sympathises in the great | ‘and myself, have had the opportunity 
sorrow which His Majesty has sustained | of seeing the close workings of her cha- 
by the death of our beloved Sovereign, | racter in the discharge of her duties as a 
the late Queen, whose unfailing devotion | Sovereign, should take this opportunity 
tothe duties of her high estate and to the | of testifying to the great admiration she 
welfare of her people will ever cause her | inspired and the great force which her 
reign to be remembered with reverence ‘distinguishing characteristics exercised 
and affection ; to submit to His Majesty | over all who came near her. The position 
our respectful congratulations on his |of a constitutional Sovereign is not an 
accession to the Throne, and to assure him | easy one. Duties have to be reconciled 
of our loyal attachment to his person ; | which sometimes seem far apart. Much 
and further to assure him of our earnest | has to be accepted which it may not be 
conviction that his reign will be distin- | always pleasant to accept ; but she showed 
guished, under the blessing of Providence, | a wonderful power, on the one hand, of 
by an anxious desire to maintain the | observing with the most absolute strict- 
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ness the limits to her action which the 
Constitution draws, and, on the other 
hand, of maintaining a steady and per- 
sistent influence on the action of her 
Ministers in the course of legislation and 
government which no one could mistake. 


She was able to accept some things of , 


which, perhaps, she did not entirely 
approve, but which she thought it her 
duty in her position to accept. She 
always maintained and practised a rigorous 
supervision over public affairs, giving to 
her Ministers the benefit of her advice 
and warning them of danger if she saw 
there was danger ahead; and she cer- 
tainly impressed many of us with a pro- 
found sense of the penetration, almost 
intuition, with which she saw the perils 
with which we might be threatened in 
any course it was thought expedient to 
adopt. She left upon my mind, she left 
upon our minds, the conviction that. it 
was always a dangerous matter to press 
on her any course of the expediency of 
which she was not thoroughly convineed ; 
and, without venturing to go into details, 
which, of course, I cannot do, I may say 
with confidence that no Minister in her 


long reign ever disregarded her advice, | 


or pressed her to disregard it, without 
afterwards feeling that he had incurred 
a dangerous responsibility. She had an 
extraordinary knowledge of what her 


people would think—extraordinary because | 


it could not have come from any personal 
intercourse. I have said for years that 
I always thought that when I knew what 
the Queen thought I knew pretty cer- 
tainly what view her subjects would take, 
and especially the middle classes of her 
subjects. Such was the extraordinary 
penetration of her mind, Yet she never 
adhered to her own conceptions obsti- 
nately, 


of concession and consideration ; and 


she spared no effort—I might almost say | 


she shrank from no sacrifice—to make 
the task of conducting this difficult Gov- 
ernment more easy to her advisers than 
it would otherwise have been. 

My Lords, I feel sure that the testimony 
I have borne will be abundantly sustained 
by all those who have been called to the 
counsels of the Crown. We owe her grati- 
tude in every direction—for her influence 
in elevating the people, for her power with 
foreign Courts and Sovereigns to remove 
difficulties and misapprehension which 


The Marquess of Salisbury. 


LORDS} 


On the contrary, she was full | 
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sometimes might have been dangerous ; 
but, above all things, I think, we owe 
‘her gratitude for this, that by a happy 
dispensation her reign has coincided with 
that great change which has come over 
the political structure of this country and 
the political instincts of its people. She 
has bridged over that great interval 
which separates old England from new 
England. Other nations may have had 
to pass through similar trials, but have 
seldom passed through them so peaceably, 
so easily, and with so much prosperity 
and success as we have, | think that 
future historians will look to the Queen's 
reign as the boundary which separates 
the two states of England—England 
which has changed so much—and recog- 
nise that we have undergone the change 
with constant increase of public prosperity, 
without any friction to endanger the 
peace or stability of our civil life, and at 
the same time with a constant expansion 
of an Empire which every year grows 
more and more powerful. We owe all 
these blessings to the tact, the wisdom, 
the passionate patriotism, and the in- 
comparable judgment of the Sovereign 
whom we deplore. 

[ have also to move that we pre- 
‘sent our congratulations to His Majesty 
on his accession to the Throne, and to 
convey the assurance to His Majesty of 
our loyal attachment to his person, and, 
further, of our earnest conviction that 
his reign will be distinguished, under the 
blessing of Providence, by an anxious 
desire to maintain the laws of the king- 
dom and to promote the happiness and 
liberty of his subjects. His Majesty, in- 
‘deed, comes to the Throne with great 
‘advantages. He has before him the 
greatest example he could have to follow. 
He has been familiar with our political 
and social life for more than one genera- 
tion ; he enjoys a universal and enormous 
popularity ; he is beloved in foreign coun- 
tries and foreign Courts almost as much 
as he is at home ; and he has that profound 
| knowledge of the working of our institu- 
tions and the conduct of our affairs that 
he begins with provision and_ security 
against mistakes that few Sovereigns have 
enjoyed. We may tender him our allegi- 
“ance with earnest sincerity and with the 
belief that he will adorn the Throne te 
which he is called, and that he will not be 
an unworthy successor of the most illus- 
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trious Sovereign that has ever adorned 
the Throne of England. 


Moved, That an humble address be pre- 
sented to His Majesty : 

‘To assure His Majesty, That this House 
deeply sympathises in the great sorrow 
which His Majesty has sustained by the 
death of our beloved Sovereign the late 
Queen, whose unfailing devotion to the 
duties of Her high estate and to the wel- 
fare of Her people will ever cause Her 
Reign to be remembered with reverence 
and affection ; 

To submit to His Majesty our respectful 
congratulations on His accession to the 
Throne, to assure His Majesty of our 
loyal attachment to His person; and, 
further, to assure Him of our earnest 
conviction that His Reign will be dis- 
tinguished, under the blessing of Provi- 
dence, by an anxious desire to maintain 
the Laws of the Kingdom, and to promote 
the happiness and liberty of his subjects. 


Tue Earn or KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, I beg leave to second the motion 
made by the noble Marquess. [am sure 
there is not a Member of this House who 
will not feel that on this occasion it 1s 
not a mere formal motion which we make 
as loyal subjects on the death of our 
Sovereign. It is something much more ; 
it is an oecasion when our inmost feelings 
are touched by remembrance of her 
happy, glorious reign. 

[ agree with every word that has 
been said, and well said, by the noble 
Marquess opposite. He has had unique 
experience, as a powerful Prime Minis- 
ter, of intercourse with the Sovereign, 
which, naturally, | have never enjoyed ; 
but it does so happen that my first 
intercourse with the Queen as a 
Minister--a subordinate Minister—dates 
back even further than that of the 
noble Marquess. L may perhaps be for- 
given for mentioning that I occupied 
the position of Under Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs in the last days of 1852. 
Of course, | was not at that time a re- 
sponsible Minister, but as Under Secre- 
tary I did on more than one occasion 
tome into immediate contact with the 
Sovereign, and even to some extent upon 
matters of business. She treated me 
with that extraordinary consideration 


und kindness which alwavs marked her 
\ 


{25 Janvany 1901} 


Queen Victoria. 13 


‘intercourse with all who came near her. 


From the very first—though I do not 
claim to have any special insight—I was 
struck with the extraordinary qualities 
the Queen displayed, and as years went 
ou my experience of this increased, ahd 
I can corroborate every word that has 
been said by the noble Marquess. The 
position of a constitutional Sovereign 
is one Which may not be of great direct 
power, but the Queen has shown that 
it may be one of far-reaching and most 
beneficent influence. [ suppose no Sove- 
reign who ever sat on the Throne of 
this kingdom exercised so wide an in- 
fluence or was so greatly beloved, and 
her influence extended not merely to 
the people of this country and the ex- 
tensive dominions over which she reigned 

it extended to every civilised country 
throughout the world. [ should think 
there is no precedent whatever where a 
Sovereign—I might almost say any in- 
dividual—has been so greatly, so sincerely, 
so universally mourned as in the case of 
our late Queen. My Lords, that cireum- 
stance shows that she must have possessed 
qualities of the most remarkable kind. 


‘Those who have had the great advantage 


of coming into immediate contact with 
her must have been, like the noble Mar- 
quess, struck with the extraordinary and 
profound knowledge which she possessed 
of public affairs. [must say 1 was always 
amazed at the sound and real knowledge 
which she possessed of almost all the im 
portant affairs which engrossed our 
attention from time to time. It was not, 
as is the case with many, that she had, 
as she naturally would have, made special 
inquiry into these matters and put herself 
in a position to discuss them with her Mini- 
sters. It was something much more, 
You came in contact with one who was 
profoundly acquainted with all these 
affairs—probably far more, in many 
cases, than the Minister who had to trans 


‘act business with her; and the more 


you transacted business with her the 
more you were astonished at the depth 
of her knowledge and the acuteness ot 
her judgment. She possessed, if IT may 
say so, in a pre-eminent degree, the quali- 
ties possessed by women of great ability ; 
but she possessed also that which I have 
never met with before in a woman— 
the calm judgment and the wisdom 
which we generally think are only the 
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property of men. The Queen was a 
wise statesman, if I may use an expression 
which, of course, in itself is inaccurate ; 
and I must say for myself that I never 
conversed with her on business—and I 
have had a good many conversations 
with her—without being struck with her 
ability and her extraordinary foresight 
and judgment. 

But, my Lords, there was some- 
thing much more than that. The noble 
Marquess touched upon the subject. As 
a constitutional Sovereign of course, as 
a rule, she was bound to follow the advice 
of her Ministers, and I have, even in my 
own humble case, known instances where 
the judgment of Her Majesty and my 
own opinion differed, and I had a long 
argument with her on the subject, during 


which not for one single moment did she | 


in any way display any kind of resent- 


ment at my not agreeing with her. She 
argued the question temperately and 
with moderation and great wisdom. The 


noble Marquess alluded to the fact, which 
I might not otherwise have mentioned, 
that, as I suppose has happened in the 
experience of several of us, there have 
heen cases where the Queen’s judgment 
was better than ours. I remember well 
a case which I cannot refer to, in which, 
unfortunately, I entirely differed from 
the opinion which Her Majesty held, and, 
of course, I felt it to be my duty, holding 
the opinion strongly, to press it, and the 
Queen ultimately, though with great 
reluctance, gave way to me. She warned 
me that I should lament the consequences. 
The event proved that the Queen was 


right and that | was wrong; and 
L well remember that afterwards,when 


{ met her, | said, “ Well, Ma’am, I am 
bound to admit that your judgment 
was sounder than my own, The appre- 
hensions you entertained have been 
fulfilled, unluckily, in this case.” 1 only 
mention that to show how intimate her 
acquaintance with affairs was, and how 
wise she was in these matters. It was 
not only that one consulted her, as one was 
hound to do, as the Sovereign of this 
country, but you consulted her because 
she was a person of the greatest and 
widest knowledge, and of calm and sound 
judgment. And | remember very well 
an old chief of mine, a very able man, 
Lord Clarendon, then the Foreign Minister, 
saying to me when T was Under Secretary, 


Lhe Earl of Kimberley. 


{LORDS} 


i discussing some matter of import- 
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ance, “Well, let us have the Queen’s 
|opinion, The Queen’s opinion is always 
worth hearing, even if you do not agree 
with it”; and that expresses my own 
opinion with regard to it. My Lords, 
a more sagacious Sovereign never reigned 
in this country ; and if you consider the 
| widespread influence which she has exer- 
_cised as a constitutional Sovereign—if 
| you consider that, year by year, her in- 
fluence increased, and that year by year, 
up to the time of her lamented death, 
the affection of all classes in the country 
-was more and more displayed—I think 
you will say that the noble Marquess did 
not exaggerate when he said no more 
successful, no more beloved Sovereign 
ever sat upon the Throne of this country, 

But there is something more to be said, 
Her influence and the admiration of her 
| qualities extended far beyond this country, 
In India—that great Empire from which 
she derived one of her titles—in India, 
by all accounts, there is the greatest 
sorrow for her and the greatest 
sympathy expressed by all the native 
| Princes, and, I have no doubt, all the 
native population. I have inentioned what 
is the feeling in all foreign countries, 
and observe how remarkable, how singular 
this sympathy is, J am not going, on 
an occasion like this, to touch, even in 
the remotest degree, on any question of 


loss 


our relations with foreign countries, 
but relations with foreign countries 


naturally and necessarily involve us 
very often in disputes, and sometimes 
one nation is less friendly than another, 
as must occur; but on this 
the feeling of all these countries has been 
shown to be one of sympathy with the 
death of our Sovereign, quite independ- 
‘ently, as far as I can see, of the particular 
relations that may exist at this time. | 
am not aware that there is any instance 
in history where the influence of one 
person has been so great as to overcome 
the feelings which arise from the political 
‘relations existing between the different 
nations of the world. That alone shows 
how unique and beneficent was the in- 
fluence which she exercised, 

My Lords, I have said enough of Her 
Majesty's relations with public affairs. The 
noble Marquess has, with more experience 
than I have, expressed, and in more admir- 

able language, what we all feel on that sub- 
‘ 


occasion 
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ject; but L think there is one other side 
on which I may say a word. It is 
this—the extent to which Her Majesty 
inspired all those who had the great 
privilege of intercourse with her with a 
feeling of personal affection which was 
most remarkable. In 


pressed their sympathy in more kindly 
and feeling terms, no one conveyed to 
her subjects sympathy in terms which 
touched the heart more deeply than Her 
Majesty ; and anyone who has suffered 
any bitter sorrow will know that from 


none came more touching words of con- | 


solation than from our late Sovereign. 
| have nothing further to add, but I 
confess I feel most strongly—and I hope 
I am not exceeding the bounds of what 
should be said by any public man when 
I confidently assert this—that, not only 
in my Own opinion, but in that of many 
others, our feeling was not merely that 
of the highest respect for the Sovereign 
of this country and for her great and 
eminent qualities, but we felt, as far as 
it was possible in such a case in our re- 
lations with our Sovereign, that she was 
a personal friend, and we deplore her 
loss as such. The noble Marquess has 
also included in his motion an expression 
of the feeling which we all entertain 
towards the successor of the Queen. We 
have many of us for a long time had an 
opportunity of witnessing the career of the 
Prince of Wales. He is now our Sovereign, 
and L believe myself that his knowledge 
of affairs, and his tact and good judgment, 
will enable him to walk in the footsteps 
of his august mother; and no greater 


wish can L express than that he should | 


walk in her steps, and nothing do I more 
desire, not only for his own reputation, 
but for the benefit of the great Empire 
over which he has been called upon to 
rule, 


Tue Lorp Arcupisnop or CAN'TER- 
BURY : My Lords, I desire to be allowed 
to say a few words upon this matter as 
representing the Church of England, 
which, as your Lordships are aware, is 
connected by closer ties with the Sovereign 
in this country than in almost any other. 
For myself, it is impossible to look back 
over Her Majesty's reign without a deep 
sense of gratitude to God for having 


given us such a Sovereign to reign over 


(25 January 1901! 


the event of | 
any calamity befalling us, no one ex- 
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|us, a Sovereigu whose powers ol states- 
'manship and powers of advising those 
| who had the government in their hands 
have been already spoken of, but whose 
influence as a woman, and, I may add, 
as a truly religious woman, was far greater 
than anything which could be exercised 
by the wisest statesman or the cleverest 
administrator. Her influence, the charac- 
ter of her Court, the character of the 
domestic life, of which her subjects were 
allowed to know something, had a pene- 
trating power which reached far beyond 
the possibility of our being able to trace 
it. There can be no question that all 
society has been the better because the 
Queen has reigned. There cannot be 
a question that it has been a blessing to 
very, very many who knew not from 
whence the blessing flowed. ‘Thousands 
upon thousands, I have no doubt at all, 
are living better lives, although they know 
‘not the reason, simply because there 
was such a Sovereign on the Throne, a 
| Sovereign who gave the people all her 
intellectual powers, who gave the people 
all her extraordinary knowledge of what 
affected their interests, but who also 
gave the people her very heart, the loving 
sympathy with which on all occasions 
she spoke—to those who needed such 
sympathy—the words by which she made 
us all feel that she cared for every one 
of us, the readiness with which she re- 
sponded to every call made upon her as 
!not only a woman, but a loving woman, 
amongst her people whose love she longed 
to win. The influence which such a 
Sovereign exercised it would be difficult 
to find anywhere in the history that is 
past. It would be difficult to find the 
‘equal of it; it would be impossible to 
find anything that could surpass it. She 
was a religious woman. She prayed for 
her people. She was a good woman. 
She set up a true standard of such lives 
as Christians ought to live. She made 
us all feel that we were hers and that 
she desired to be ours, and so throughout 
the country good people are lamenting 
her departure. Throughout the country 
I do not think there is a single heart that 
is not penetrated by a sense of gratitude 
that God has given us such a Queen ; and 
we look forward and we trust that the 


influence which she exercised will not 
die with her. We trust that the Sovereign 


who has succeeded her will follow in her 
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footsteps as he has told us he means to , 
do ; and, whilst our sorrow at the moment | HOUSE OF COMMONS. 





seems stronger than any other feeling, 
we are yet able to add to that sorrow an 


expression of true loyalty towards the 


Sovereign who has succeeded. 


On Question, agreed to, nemine dissenti- 
ente, and ordered accordingly : The said 
Message to be presented to His Majesty by 
the Lords with White Staves. 


The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that he had received messages of 
sympathy on the death of the late Queen 
from the Roumanian Senate and the 
Greck Chamber of Deputies, of which 
the following are translations :— 


1. The Roumanian Senate, profoundly 
touched by the calamity which has just 
fallen upon you, associate itself with 
the grief of the great people which is 
now mourning Queen Victoria, one of 
the most glorious of Sovereigns. 


(Signed) BOERESCO, 


President of the Senate. 


¥. ‘The Greek Chamber of Deputies, respect- 
fully desiring to associate itself with 
the grief and mourning of England, 
has charged me to transmit to you, and 
through you to the House of Lords, 
their most earnest and sincere con- 
dolences. The Hellenic people will 
always honour and will always_ pre- 
serve a grateful memory of the glorious 
(Jueen who in the most difficult moment 
deigned to testify to it her sympathy 


and goodwill. 
(Signed) 30URHIDIS, 


President of the Chamber 
of Deputies. 


Friday, 25th January, 1901, ™ 


Several other Members took and sul- 
‘scribed the Oath, and one other Member 
jmade and subscribed the Aflirmation 
| required by Law. 


THE DEATH OF QUEEN 
VICTORIA, 


% Mr. SPEAKER informed the House that 
he had received the following Telegrams 
| of Condolence with the British Nation in 
the loss it had sustained by the death of 
Her late Majesty :-— 


Telegram, dated Athens, 
23rd January, 1901, 8 p.m. 


From the President of the Chamber of Deputies 
of the Hellenes, to the Speaker of the 
House of Commons. 





The Chamber of Deputies, respectfully asso- 
| ciating itself with the grief and mourning of 
| England, has charged me to transmit to your 
Excellency, and by your intervention to the 
| House of Commons, its heartfelt and sincere 
j condolence. The Greek people will ever 
honour, and hold in grateful recollection, the 
glorious Queen who in their hours of difficulty 
graciously showed Her sympathy and good- 
will. 








| From the President of the Chamber of Deputirs 


of Roumania, to the Speaker of the Hous 
of Commons. 


The Chamber of Deputies of Roumania, 


| deeply moved by the calamity whieh has 


The same were ordered to be entered | struck the noble English nation, associates 


on the Journals of the Llouse. 


JUDICIAL BUSINESS. 


Ordered, That for the purposes of the 


Judicial Business of the House, ‘Thursday, | 
the 14th day of February next, be deemed | 
the “ first sitting day of the next ensuing | 


Meeting of the House.” 


House adjourned at ten minutes past 
Five of the clock, to Thursday, 
the 14th of February next. 








| itself with the national vrief, and mourns with 
| it the noble Sovereign it has lost. 


From the President of the National Assembly 
of Servia, to the Speaker of the House of 
Commons. 


The Servian National Assembly, sharing in 
the grief of the English people for the loss of 
the great, noble, and wise Queen Victoria, las 


| expressed in its sitting of yesterday its very 


deep respect for the memory of the deceased 


Sovereign. 
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19 Address in Reply to 
MESSAGE FROM THE KING RESPECT- 


ING THE DEATH OF HER LATE} 
MAJESTY. | 


Mr. Batrour (at the Bar) acquainted 
the House that he had a Message from 
llis Majesty the King to this House 
signed by His Majesty’s own hand. And | 
he presented the same to the House, and | 
it was read by Mr. SPEAKER (all the Mem- 
bers of the House being uncovered), and 
is as followeth :— | 


Epwarp Rex. 


The King is fully assured that the 
House of Commons will share in the 
deep sorrow which has befallen His 
Majesty and the Nation by the lamented 
death of His Majesty’s mother, the 
late Queen. Her devotion to the welfare 
of Her country and Her people, and 
Her wise and beneficent rule during 
the sixty-four years of Her glorious 
reign will ever be held in affectionate 
memory by Her loyal and devoted sub- 
jects throughout the dominions of the 
British Empire. , 


REPLY TO THE KING’S 
MESSAGE. 

*Tuk FIRST LORD or THE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 


ADDRESS IN 


$95 JANUARY 1901} 





E.): The history of this House is not a 
brief or an uneventful one, but [ think it 
has never met in sadder circumstances 
than to-day or had the melancholy duty 
laid more clearly upon it of expressing 
& universal sorrow—a sorrow extending | 
from one end of the Empire to the | 
other, a sorrow which fills every heart and | 
which every citizen feels, not merely as a | 
national, but also as a personal loss. [| 
do not know how it may seem to others, | 
but, for my own part, I can hardly yet 
realise the magnitude of the blow which 
hasfallen upon thecountry—a blow, indeed, 
sorrowfully expected, but not, on that 
account, less heavy when it falls. I sup- 
pose that, in all the history of the British 
Monarchy, there never has been a case in 
which the feeling of national grief was so 
deep-seated as it is at present, so universal, 
so spontaneous. And that grief affects 
us not merely because we have lost a 
great personality, but because we feel that 
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the end of a great epoch*has come upon us 
—an epochthe beginning of which stretches 
beyond the memory, | suppose, of any 
individual whom I am now addressing, 
and which embraces within its compass 
sixty - three years, more important, 
more crowded with epoch - making 
change, than almost any other period of 
like length that could be selected in the 
history of the world. It is wonderful to 
reflect that, before these great changes, 
now familiar and almost vulgarised by 
constant discussion, were thought of 
or developed—great industrial inven- 
tions, great economic changes, great 
discoveries in science which are now in 
all men’s mouths—Queen Victoria reigned 
over this Empire. Yet, Sir, it is not 
this reflection, striking though it be, 
which now moves us most deeply. It is not 
simply the length of the reign, it is not 
simply the magnitude of the events with 
which that reign is filled, which have pro- 
duced the deep and abiding emotion which 
stirs every heart throughout this kingdom. 
The reign of Queen Victoria is no mere 
chronological landmark. It is no mere 
convenient division of time, useful to the 
historian or the chronicler. No, Sir, we 
feel as we do feel for our great loss because 
we intimately associate the personality of 
Queen Victoria with the great succession 
of events which have filled her reign, 
with the growth, moral and material, of 


the Empire over which she ruled. And, 
in so doing, surely we do well. In my 


judgment, the importance of the Crown 
in our Constitution is not a diminishing, 
but an increasing factor. It increases, 
and must increase with the development of 
those free, self-governing communities, 
those new commonwealths beyond the 
sea, who are constitutionally linked 
to us through the person of the Sove- 


reign, the living symbol of Imperial 
unity. But, Sir, it is not given, 


it cannot, in ordinary course, be given, 
to a constitutional Monarch to signalise 
his reign by any great isolated 
action. His influence, great as it may 
be, can only be produced by the slow, 
constant, and cumulative results of a 
great ideal and a great example; and in 
presenting effectively that great ideal and 
that great example to her people Queen 
Victoria surely was the first of all con- 
stitutional Monarchs whom the world 
has yet seen, Where shall we find any 








2] Aididyess in Reply to 


ideal so lofty in itself, so constantly and 
consistently maintained, through two gene- 


rations, through more than two genera- | 


tions, of her subjects, through many 


generations of her Ministers and public | 


men ? . 


Sir, it would be almost 


imper 


tinent for me were I to attempt’ 


to express to the House in words the 
effect which the character of our late 
Sovereign produced upon all who were in 
any degree, however remote, brought in 
contact with her. In the simple dignity, 
befitting a Monarch of this realm, she 
could never fail, because it arose from 
her inherent sense of the fitness of things. 
And because it was no artificial orna- 
ment of office, because it was natural 
and inevitable, this queenly dignity 
only served to throw into a stronger 
relief, into a brighter light those 
admirable virtues of the wife, the 


mother, and the woman with which she | 


was so richly endowed. ‘Those kindly 
graces, those admirable qualities, have 
endeared her to every class in the com- 
munity, and are known to all. Perhaps 
less known was the life of continuous 
labour which her position as Queen threw 
upon her, Short as was the interval 


between the last trembling signature 


aftixed to a public document and the | 


final and perfect rest, it was yet long 
enough to clog and hamper the wheels 
of administration ; and when I saw the 
accumulating mass of untouched docu- 
ments which awaited the attention of the 
Sovereign, I marvelled at the unostenta- 
tious patience which for  sixty-three 
years, through sorrow, through suffering, 
in moments of weariness, in moments of 
despondency, had enabled her to carry 
on without break or pause her share 
in the government of this great Empire. 


Kor her there was no holiday, to her there | 


was no intermission of toil. Domestic sor- 


row, domestic sickness, made no difference | 


in her labours, and they were continued 
from the hour at which she became our 


Sovereign to within a few days—I had | 


almost said a few hours—of her death. 
It is easy to chronicle the growth of 
Empire, the course of discovery, the 
progress of trade, the triumphs of war, 
all the events that make history in- 
teresting or exciting ; but who is there 
that will dare to weigh in the balance 
the effect which such an example, con- 
Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
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| tinued over sixty-three years, has pro- 
duced on the highest life of her people ? 
| It was a great life, and surely it had a 
| happy ending. She found her reward in 
the undying affection and the passionate 
devotion of all her subjects, wheresoever 
| their lot might be cast. This has not always 
been the fate of her ancestors. It has not 
heen the fate of some of the greatest among 
them. It has been their less happy destiny 
to outlive contemporary fame, to see 
their people’s love grow cold, to find new 
| generations growing up who know them 
/not, and burdens to be lifted too heavy 
for their aged arms. Their sun, once 
|so bright, has set amid darkening clouds 
land — the muttering of threatening 
|tempests. Such was not the lot of 
| Queen Victoria. She passed away with 
‘her children and her children’s children, to 
the third generation, around her, beloved 
_and cherished of all. She passed away 
without, | well believe, a single enemy in 
| the world—for even those who loved not 
; England loved her ; and she passed away 
not only knowing that she was—I had 
|almost said adored by her people, but 
| that their feelings towards her had grown 
in depth and intensity with every year 
}in which she was spared to rule over 
| thom. No such reign, no such ending, 
can the history of this country show us. 
| Mr. Speaker, the Message from the 
| King which you have read from the 


(Chair calls forth, according to the 
‘immemorial usage of this House, a 


| double response. We condole with His 
| Majesty upon the irreparable loss which 
he and the country have sustained. We 
congratulate him upon his accession to 
the ancient dignities of his House. 1 sup- 
pose at this moment there is no sadder 
heart in this kingdom than that of its 
| Sovereign ; and it may seem therefore 
to savour of bitter irony that we should 
| offer him on such a melancholy occasion 
‘the congratulations of his people. Yet, 
Sir, it is not so. Each generation must 
| bear its own burdens; and in the course 
|of nature it is right that the burden of 
Monarchy should fall upon the heir to the 
Throne. He is, therefore, to be con- 
gratulated, as every man is to be con- 
gratulated who, in obedience to plain 
duty, takes upon himself the weight of 
| great responsibilities, filled with the 
earnest hope of worthily fulfilling _ his 
‘task to the end, or, in his own 
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23 Address in lteply to {95 JANU: 
words, “while life shall last.” It is 
for us on this oecasion, so momentous 
in the history of the Monarchy, so 
momentous in the history of — the 
King, to express to him our unfailing 
confidence that the great interests com- 
mitted to his charge are safe in his keep- 
ing, to assure him of the ungrudging 
support which his loyal subjects are ever 
prepared to give him, to wish him honour, 
to wish him long life, to wish him the 
greatest of all blessings, the blessing of 
reigning over a happy and a contented 
people, and to wish, above all, that his 
reign may, in the eyes of an envious 
posterity, fitly compare with that great 
epoch which has just drawn to a close. 
Mr. Speaker, I now beg to read the 
Address which I shall ask you to put 
from the Chair and to which I shall ask 
the House to assent. I move— 


“That a humble Address be presented 
to His Majesty, to assure His Majesty that 
this House deeply sympathises in the 
great sorrow which His Majesty has sus- 
tained by the death of our beloved Sove- 
reign, the late Queen, whose unfailing 
devotion to the duties of Her high estate 
and to the welfare of Her people will ever 
cause Her reign to be remembered with 
reverence and affection: to submit to 
His Majesty our respectful congratula- 
tions on His Accession to the Throne, to 
assure His Majesty of our loyal attach- 
ment to His person, and further to assure 
Him of our earnest conviction that His 
reign will be distinguished under the 
blessing of Providence by an anxious 
desire to maintain the Laws of the King- 
dom, and to promote the happiness and 
liberty of His subjects.” 


*Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs) : Sir, the gracious Mes- 
sage which we have received from His 
Majesty the King and the Address by 
which the First Lord of the Treasury 
proposes that we should make reply to 
that Message concern themselves with a 
subject on which, happily for us, the House 
of Commons forgets all differences of 
party and of political opinion. If I were 
to borrow a phrase from the stately Pro- 
clamation which yesterday resounded 
through these islands, I should say that 
itis “ with one voice and consent of tongue 
and heart’ that on these occasions we are | 
accustomed in this country to act. If 
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this is so, if we are all of one mind to- 
day, it is not merely in giving formal 
expression to constitutional and_ tradi- 
tional loyalty; there is a deeper and 
stronger chord, a more intimate chord, 
that has been struck by the events of this 
week. The ties that bind the people of 
this country to the Throne and the Royal 
House have not been created, they are 
not such as could be created, by the wit 
or theory of philosopher or statesman ; 
they have been knit by the character and 
the life of Queen Victoria and the members 
of Her Royal Family. I am not going to 
attempt to add—hecause if | attempted to 
add to it | should spoil it—to the eloquent 
panegyric which the right hon. Gentle- 
man has passed upon the great Sovereign 
whose loss we deplore to-day. One might, 
of course, enlarge upon many points that 
were most prominent in her character 
and conduct, on her ungrudging devotion 
to duty, on her scrupulous observance of 
constitutional rules, on the soundness of 
her judgment, on her untailing discretion, 
on the unsullied goodness of her life, and 
on her singularly quick and watchful 
sympathy with everything that could 
bring joy or sorrow to any of her subjects. 
But there is one thing which strikes me 
as having, above all, from the earliest days 
of Her Majesty's reign, won for her 
the hearts of her people, and which has 
increased her hold upon them as the 
revolving vears succeeded each other, and 
this is a certain homely sincerity of cha- 
racter and life and purpose which, amid 
all the pomp and dignity of her august 
position, seemed to make the whole 
world kin. If we were to attempt to 
appreciate the light in which Queen 
Victoria has been regarded, and in which 
her memory will continue to be regarded 
by her people at home, and by her sub- 
jects within the vast bounds of her Em- 
pire—if we were to attempt it—we should 
search in vain down the long list of epithets 
expressive of pride and affection—admired, 
beloved, revered, even adored—to find 
one which accurately or adequately 
conveyed the real sentiment of her people 
towards her. [| believe that this is because 
there was between them a friendly, ten- 
der, almost familiar, mutual understand- 
ing which it is impossible to put into 
words. Who can measure the strength 
which the existence of a relation such as 
this hetween the Sovereign and her 
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people must have given through all these 
years to this kingdom and this Empire ? 
We have been so habituated to it that we 
hardly realise it; and it is now, when 
the relentless hand of death has taken 
Her Majesty from us, that we see how 
much we owed to her. Let me ask how 
often it must have happened during 
her long reign that some policy or action 
on the part of this country, either by 
fault of ours or not, may have failed to 
secure the goodwill of other States and 
nations among our neighbours, and how 
often may the evil effects of such a state 
of things have been averted by the know- 
ledge, which was universal in the world, 
of the Queen’s personal and_ sincere 
devotion to the cause of peace and tree- 
dom and uprightness. It is, therefore, 
with a deep sense of gratitude for all 
the happiness and the strength which 
Her Majesty, by her own personal 
qualities, has given to her faithful people 
that we bow the head before the decree 
of Divine Providence which has put a 
close to a reign the most beneficent that 
has been seen in any nation and-in any 
age of the world. 

Happily, the grief with 
suffer this irreparable loss is in some 
degree assuaged by our well-founded 
confidence that the Monarch who suc- 
ceeds to the Throne will follow the 
same line of public conduct and_ will 
adhere to the same principles of life as 
have wrought so much good in the past, 
It often happens when a new occupant 
comes to the Throne of a country, that 
he is an untried Prince, unversed in public 
affairs ; it may be even that he is little 
known personally to those over whom he 
is called upon to reign. It is not so with 
King Edward. For the greater part of , 
his life it has fallen to him not only to 
discharge a large part of the ceremonial 
public duty which would naturally fall 
to be performed by the head of the State, 
but also to take a leading part in almost 
every scheme established for the benefit, 
material or moral, of the people of this 
country. Religion and charity, the public | 


which we 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 
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health, science, literature, and = art, edu- 
cation, commerce, agriculture — not one 
of these objects appealed in vain to His 
Majesty, while he was Prince of Wales, 
for strong sympathy and even for per- 
sonal effort and influence. We know 
how unselfish he has been in the 
assiduous discharge of all his public 
duties, we know with what tact and 
geniality he has been able to lend his aid 
to the furtherance of these great objects, 
Therefore it is, not only that we hope, 
but that, from our past experience, we 
know, that His Majesty understands 
and enters into and appreciates and 
svympathises with the desires and needs 
of his people, and that he will devote 
himself even to a greater degree than 
he has been able to do in the past to the 
promotion of their welfare. And in 
this, perhaps, it may be right to say 
that it is an additional satisfaction to us 
to know that His Majesty will have by 
his side his august Consort, who has reigned 
in the hearts of the British people ever 
since she first set foot on our soil. Sir, 
there will be no discordant voice in this 
House to-day. If there were, we should 
not fittingly represent those who have 
sent us here. There will be but one uni- 
versal feeling of sorrow tor the lamentable 
calamity that has befallen the nation, 


jand of hopeful confidence for a happy 


and prosperous future. I beg to second 


the motion. 
nemine COn- 


Resolution agreed — to, 


tradicente. 


To be presented by Privy Councillors 
and Members of His Majesty's Household. 


ADJOURNMENT. 


Motion made, and Question, “* That 
this House do now adjourn till Thursday, 


the 14th February,”"—(Mr. A. J. Balfour) 


—put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned accordingly at ten minutes 
after Four of the clock. 
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27 The King’s 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, lath February, 1901. 


THE KING’S SPEECH. 

THE Kine, being seated on the Throne, 
and the Commons being at the Bar with 
their Speaker, His Majesty made and 
subscribed the Declaration against Trans- 
substantiation pursuant to the Bill of 
Rights, and afterwards made a most 
gracious Speech to both Houses, and then 
retired. 


His Majesty’s Speech was as follows : 
“ Wy Lords and Gentlemen, 


“T address you for the first time at a 
moment of National sorrow, when the 
whole Country is mourning the irrepar- 
able loss which we have so recently sus- 
tained, and which has fallen with peculiar 
severity upon Myself. My — beloved 
Mother, during Her long and glorious 
reign, has set an example before the world 
of what a Monarch should be. It is My 
earnest desire to walk in Her footsteps. 


revision 


Puclicates 


a 


“ Amid this public and private grief it 
is satisfactory to Me to be able to assure 
you that My relations with other Powers 
continue to be friendly. 


Sp 


“The war in South Africa has not yet 
entirely terminated ; but the capitals of 
the enemy and his principal lines of com- 
munication are in My possession, and 
measures have been taken which will, I 
trust, enable My troops to deal effectually 
with the forces by which they are still 
opposed. I greatly regret the loss of life 
* and the expenditure of treasure due to 
~ the fruitless guerilla warfare maintained 
by Boer partisans in the former territories 
of the two Republics. Their early sub- 
mission is much to be desired in their 
s own interests, as, until it takes place, it 
‘ will be impossible for Me to establish in 
those Colonies institutions which will 
secure equal rights to all the white in- 
habitants, and protection and justice to 
the Native population. 

“The capture of Peking by the allied 
forces, and the happy release of those 
who were besieged in the Legations, 
results to which My Indian troops and 
My Naval forces largely contributed, 
have been followed by the submission of 
the Chinese Government to the demands 
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| insisted on by the Powers. Negotiations 
are proceeding as to the manner in which 
compliance with these conditions is to be 
effected. 

“The establishment of the Australian 
Commonwealth was proclaimed at Sydney 
on the Ist January with many mamn- 
festations of popular enthusiasm and 
rejoicing. 

“My deeply beloved and lamented 
Mother had assented to the visit of the 
Duke of Cornwall and York to open 
the first Parliament of the new Common- 
wealth in Her name. 

“ A separation from My Son, especially 
at such a moment, cannot be otherwise 
than deeply painful; but I still desire to 
give effect to Her late Majesty’s wishes, 
and as an evidence of Her interests, as 
well as of My own, in all that concerns 
the welfare of My subjects beyond the 

I have decided that the visit to 
Australia shall not be abandoned, and 
shall be extended to New Zealand and to 
the Dominion of Canada. 

“The prolongation of hostilities in 
south Africa has led Me to make a 
further call upon the patriotism and devo- 
tion of Canada and Australasia. I rejoice 
that My request has met with a prompt 
and loyal response, and that large addi- 
tional contingents from those Colonies 
will embark for the seat of war at -an 
early date. 


seas, 


“The expedition organised for the sup- 
pression of the rebellion in Ashanti has 
heen crowned with signal success. The 
endurance and gallantry of My Native 
troops, ably commanded by Sir James 
Willcocks, and led by British officers, 
have overcome both the — stubborn 
resistance of the most warlike tribes in 
West Africa and the exceptional ditficul- 
ties of the climate, the season, and the 
country in which the operations have been 
conducted. 

“The garrison of Coomassie, which was 
besieged by the enemy, has been relieved 
after a prolonged and gallant defence ; 
the principal Kings have surrendered, and 
the chiet impediment to the progress and 
development of this rich portion of My 
West African possessions has now, | hope, 
been finally removed. 

“The suffering and mortality caused 
by a prolonged drought over a large 
portion of My Indian Empire has been 
greatly alleviated by a seasonable rain- 
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fall; but I regret to add that in parts of 
the Bombay Presidency distress of a 
serious character still continues, which 
my officers are using every endeavour to 
mitigate. 


 (fentlemen of the House of Commons, 


“The Estimates for the year will be 
laid before you. Every care has been 
taken to limit their amount, but the 
Naval and Military requirements of the 
Country, and especially the outlay con- 
sequent on the South African war, have 
involved an inevitable increase. 

“The demise of the Crown renders it 
necessary that a renewed provision shall 
be made for the Civil List. I place un- 
reservedly at your disposal those heredi- 
tary revenues which were so placed by 
My predecessor: and I have commanded 
that the Papers necessary for a full con- 
sideration of the subject shall be laid 
before you. 


“ My Lords and Gentlemen, 


“ Proposals will be submitted to: your 
judgment for increasing the efficiency of 
My Military forces. 

“Certain changes in the constitution 
of the Court of Final Appeal are rendered 
necessary in consequence of the increased 
resort to it, which has resulted from the 
expansion of the Empire during the last 
two generations. 

“ Legislation will be proposed to you 
for the amendment of the Law relating 
to Education. 

“Legislation has been prepared, and, if 
the time at your disposal shall prove to 
be adequate, will be laid before you, for 
the purpose of regulating the Voluntary 
Sale by Landlords to Oceupying Tenants 
in Ireland, for amending and _ consoli- 
dating the Factory and Workshops Acts, 
for the better administration of the Law 
respecting Lunatics, for amending the 
Public Health Acts in regard to Water 
Supply, for the prevention of drunken- 
ness in Licensed Houses or Public Places, 
and for amending the Law of Literary 
Copyright. 

“JT pray that Almighty God may con- 
tinue to guide you in the conduct of your 
deliberations, and may bless them with 
success.” 


Severa! Lords took the Oath. 


{LORDS} 


Vestries. 30 
SAT FIRST. 

The Lord Hamilton of Dalzell sat first 
in Parliament after the death of his 
father. 

The Viscount Hutchinson (£. Donough- 
more) sat first in Parliament after the 
death of his father. 

The Lord Leconfield sat first in Parlia- 
ment after the death of his father. 

The Lord Berwick sat first in Parlia- 
ment after the death of his uncle. 


ROLL OF 'THE LORDS. 
Norroy King of Arms attending, de- 
livered at the Table (in the usual manner) 
a list of the Lords temporal in the Second 
Session of the Twenty-seventh  Parlia- 
ment of the United Kingdom. The same 
was ordered to lie on the Table. 


INTRODUCED. 

Frederick Sleigh Baron Roberts of 
Kandahar, K.G., K.P., G.C.B., G.C.S.L, 
G.C.LE., V.C., Field Mershal and Com- 
mander-in-Chief of His Majesty’s forces 
lately Field Marshal Commanding-in-Chief 
the forces in South Africa, having been 
created Viscount St. Pierre and = Earl 
Roberts of Kandahar in Afghanistan and 
Pretoria in the Transvaal Colony, and _ of 
the city of Waterford, was (in the usual 
manner) introduced. 

The Right Honourable George Joachim 
Goschen having been created Viscount 
Goschen of Hawkhurst, in the county of 
Kent, was (in the usual manner) intro- 
duced. 

The Right Honourable Sir Matthew 
White Ridley, Baronet, having been 
created Baron Wensleydale of Blagdon 
and Blyth, both in the county of 
Nerthumberland, and Viscount Ridley 
was (in the usual manner) introduced. 

REPRESENTATIVE PEERS FOR 

IRELAND. 

Writs and Returns electing the Earl of 
Westmeath a Representative Peer for 
Ireland in the room of the late Baron 
Farnham deceased, with the certificate of 
the Clerk of the Crown in Ireland 
annexed thereto. Delivered (on oath), 
and Certificate read. 


SELECT VESTRIES. 
Bill, pro forma, read 1% 
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3] Address in Answer to 
ADDRESS IN REPLY TO HIS 
MAJESTY’S MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 

THE Marquess or WATERFORD : 
My Lords, in his most gracious Speech 
from the Throne, His Majesty has 
reminded us that this is the first occasion 
on which he has addressed your Lord- 
ships’ House. Your Lordships have 
already given expression to your sym- 
pathy with His Majesty in the sorrow 
which has lately befallen him and the 
whole Empire, and to the hope with 
which we look forward to His Majesty's 


reign. Those feelings are still present 


with us to-day ; and | hope it will not be | 


regarded as presumptuous on my part if 
I vive utterance to the satisfaction with 
which I believe every member of this 
House has observed the early proof 
which His Majesty has given of his 
interest in our affairs by coming here 
today to open Parliament in person. 
I can scarcely venture to add to the 
many tributes of devotion and respect 
which have been already paid to the 
memory of her late Majesty, but I may 
perhaps be permitted, as one who is 
closely connected with Ireland, to say a 
word as to the affection with which Her 
Majesty was regarded in that country, 
and as to the gratitude with which we 
shall always cherish the memory of 
her visit there a few months ago. 
We know well how great must have been 
the effort which, at Her Majesty’s 
advanced age, it must have cost her to 
abandon her usual arrangements and face 
the fatigues and emotions entailed by her 
stay with us. We can scarcely bear to 
think that the strain may have had a 
lasting effect on Her Majesty’s health, and 
may, in some measure, have accelerated 
its failure; but we may be permitted 
to hope that it must have been a com- 
pensation to Her Majesty to know how 
deep was the effect her kindness and con- 
sideration produced on her Irish subjects. 
We trust that His Majesty will evince 
the same interest in our country, and that 
it will from time to time be graced hy 
his presence and by that of other members 
of the Royal Family. I feel it unnecessary 
for me to assure His Majesty that, in the 
event of his being able to visit that 
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country—and we trust the date may not | 


be distant—-he would meet with a 
reception which would be as_ gratify- 


ing to him as his presence would 
be to his loyal Irish subjects. I can 
assure His Majesty that a visit to 
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Ireland would be thoroughly appreciated, 
for it would give to all classes an 
ocular demonstration of his interest in 
the country. It would also go a very 
long way to counteract the misrepresen- 
tations which are continually poured into 
the credulous ears of my fellow country- 
men. 

That His Majesty and the Royal Family 
are fully conscious of the great oppor- 
tunities which lie within their reach in 
such directions as these is, I venture to 
think, strikingly shown by the announce 
ment made in the Speech trom the Throne 
that, in spite of the affliction which 
weighs on the Royal House, His Majesty 
has decided to permit the Duke of Corn- 
wall and York to carry out his original 
intention of visiting Australia for the 
purpose of opening the first Parliament of 
the new Commonwealth in the name of 
the Sovereign of the Empire. And it 
must be a source of satisfaction to your 
Lordships to learn that not only will the 
visit to Australia not be abandoned, but 
that it is to be extended to New Zealand 
and to the Dominion of Canada, where 
we may be sure His Royal Highness will 
meet with an equally cordial reception. 
No time more appropriate for the Royal 
progress could have beenselected than that 
in which the great colonies are exhibiting 
such signal proof of their attachment to 
the mother country by the contributions 
they have made to the forces in South 
Africa—-contributions which, we are in- 
formed, are now being increased — in 
response to His Majesty’s appeal. 

His Majesty has expressed to us his 
satisfaction that his relations with other 
Powers continue to be friendly ; and we 
can offer no better wish for the reign that 
is commencing than that it should please 
Providence to vouchsafe to it the inestim- 
able blessing of peace. Recent events, 
which have brought so much sorrow to 
the people of this country, have taught us 
to appreciate that blessing. The affairs 
of China, as was to be expected, oceupy 
a prominent place in the gracious Speech. 
We earnestly trust that the negotiations, 
which are being conducted in the face ot 
many difficulties, may be the means of 
bringing about the punishment of the 
worst offenders, and of affording sufficient 
security against a repetition of the crimes 
of last year. We may reasonably hope 
that the war in South Africa, into which 
we were unhappily forced, and which has 
dragged on for a length of time far he- 
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vond what was originally expected, is 
now within reasonable distance of a satis- 
factory conclusion. My Lords, that war 
has taught us much. Had it demon- 
strated nothing else, it would have shown 
unmistakably that the bravery and en 
durance of our soldiers, both of the Regu- 
lar Army and the Auxiliary forces, and 
of those contingents from all parts of the 
world who so readily volunteered to take 
part in their country’s work, is equal to 
that which animated their forefathers at 
any period of the Empire’s history. — For 
those who answered the first great call to 
arms we can have nothing but admiration, 
hut perhaps those who have but lately 
heen enrolled command our admiration 


almost more. They are starting on a 
mission which may not carry with it 


the glory or the excitement accruing to 
those who went out in the first flush of 
patriotic fervour evoked by the great 
national call toarms ; but their task is not 
less arduous, and the sacrifice made not 
less creditable. 

My Lords, it is not in South Africa 
alone that His Majesty’s forces have been 
called upon to uphold the honour of our 
country, for His Majesty’s Speech reminds 
us that his forces have also been engaged 
in China, where His Majesty’s Indian 
troops have served with distinction, and 
on the West Coast of Africa, where native 
troops led by that most intrepid ot 
leaders, Sir James Willcocks, have held 
their own not only against a warlike 
enemy, but in the face of not Jess formid- 
able difficulties of climate and country. 
We may congratulate ourselves unre- 
servedly on the qualities displayed by our 
troops in all parts of the globe, and 
recruited from so many different sources, 
but inspired all alike by allegiance to 
the British flag, and led by British 
otticers. Our satisfaction at this 
thought will not diminish the expecta- 
tion with which we look forward 
to those proposals which are to be sub- 
mitted to Parliament for increasing the 
etticiency of His Majesty's military forces. 
With the promise of reorganisation at 
the War Office, and with the noble and 
gallant Earl on the cross benches as 
Commander-in-Chief, we may feel con- 
fident that the many lessons to be learnt 
from the South African war will be taken 
to heart, and that the many weaknesses 
in our system which the war has brought 
to light will be courageously rectified. | 
trust 1 may be allowed to offer to the 

The Marquess of Waterford. 
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noble Earl your Lordships’ congratula- 
tions on his newly-won honours, which all 
Irishmen, and especially: those connected 
with the ancient city from which he takes 
his title, regard with most cordial  satis- 
faction, Although in His  Majesty’s 
gracious Speech from the Throne there is 
no mention of measures relative to the 
sister service, we may rest confident that 
His Majesty’s Navy, our formidable first 
line of defence, which has successfully 
guarded this country at a time when our 
Army was otherwise occupied, and which 
has so greatly distinguished itself on 
shore as well as afloat, will be maintained 
at the hisshest level of its efficiency. 

The noble Lord who will follow me will 
probably deal with some of the measures 
that are promised us in the gracious 
speech from the Throne ; and I will not 
refer tothem except to express my satis- 
faction that amongst them there is in- 
cluded one for the promotion — of 
education, and that we are also encouraged 
to hope for a Bill amending the law regu- 
lating voluntary sales by landlords to 
occupying tenants in Ireland. I think I 
may be justified in saving that the system 
of voluntary sales has had most beneficial 
results for landlord and tenant alike, 
and has not involved the Exchequer of 
this country in any financial loss, I 
earnestly hope that the necessity for some 
alterations in the present system will not 
escape the attention of His Majesty's 
Government. [am tempted to add that 
we in Ireland shall watch with interest 
any legislation for the prevention of 
intemperance in licensed houses, of which 
there are undoubtedly too many in the 
country. 

It now remains for me only to thank 
your Lordships for the indulgence with 
which you have listened to me, and to 
apologise for the imperfect manner in 
which I have discharged the duty con- 
fided to me at this most interesting 
moment in the history of the nation. 


*EaRL MANVERS: My Lords, in rising 
to second the Address I must ask your 
Lordships to grant me a full measure of 
that indulgence which you have always 
extended to those who address you for 
the first time. We meet at the beginning 
of a new century robbed of the guiding 
hand which has presided over the des- 
tinies of this Empire during the greater 
part of the century which has been brought 
toaclose. What that loss is to all of 
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us we do know and feel most deeply ; but know nothing of strategy or tactics, and 
what the loss is to the Empire over which when you are thousands of miles away from 


the Queen ruled I think it very possible 
that we may not fully know until the 
history of this time comes to be written. 
I believe it will always be said of Queen 
Victoria that the brightest jewel in her 
crown was the love and aflection of her 
subjects. We must rejoice that our King 
intends to follow in the footsteps of his 
Royal Mother, and our truest loyalty and 
warmest sympathy will be with him to 
lighten the burden which he now takes 
upon his shoulders. 


rhe gracious Speech from the Throne | 


shows most clearly the strength and the | 


resources of the British Empire, as it also 
reminds us of its vast extent. During 
the past year we have been carrying on 
three different wars. It is true that the 
magnitude attained by the South African 
campaign has rather eclipsed the others ; 
but the good work done by our soldiers 
and sailors in China, in conjunetion with 
those of other Powers, in relieving the 
Legations at Peking ean never be for- 
gotten ; whilst the Ashanti Expedition 
has brought out all the best qualities of 
bravery and endurance which characterise 
our native troops when led by British 
otticers. ; 

It is a matter for congratulation, my 
Lords, that the famine in India has been 
to a great extent relieved, though we 
must regret that considerable distress still 
prevails in the presidency of Bombay. 
lhe country liberally responded last year 
to the calls made upon it in connection 
with the Indian famine, and I believe that 
response would has been still more liberal 
if it had not been for the great demands 
made upon it by the South African War. 
The noble Marquess has freely dealt with 
that campaign, but as it is the subject 
which is nearest to all our hearts 
at the present time, I hope I may 
he allowed for a few moments to 
refer to it. No doubt there has been a 
certain amount ot disappointment in con- 
sequence of the campaign not yet having 
been brought to a conclusion, but I 
believe that that disappointment is 
founded to a great extent on ignorance. 
I do not think that the nation has ever 


really appreciated the enormous difficul- | 


ties involved in a campaign in that 
country. We have had much criticism 
of the conduct of some of our generals. 
My Lords, it is very easy to criticise ; it 
18 particularly easy to criticise when you 


the scene of action, and are never likely 
to be any nearer. But if the amateur 
tacticians who criticise will study the 
despatches from the noble Earl the Com- 
mander-in-Chief they will see that he 
states most clearly that, large as the 
force in South Africa appaars to be, its 
numbers were all too small for the duty it 
has been required to perform. Under 
present conditions, and with modern fire- 
arms, a force defending positions such as 
the Boers have been defending must have 
enormous advantage over an attacking 
force, which has very often to advance 
over an open country. The Royal Speech 
says — 

“Measures have been taken which will, | 

trust, enable my troops to deal effectually with 
the forces by which they are opposed.” 
We know that large reinforcements of 
mounted troops are being sent out from 
this country and the colonies, and are 
being raised locally, and we must trust 
and confidently hope that an adequate 
supply of horses will be forthcoming for 
those troops when they get there, and 
especially that those horses may be suit- 
able for the country in which they will 
have to work Determined as we are to 
bring this campaign to a satisfactory con- 
clusion, I think we must all he looking to 
the brighter and happier time when the 
war will be over, and when, in the words 
of the Royal Speech, we shall have to 
establish in those colonies institutions 
which will secure equal rights to all the 
white inhabitants, and protection and jus- 
tice to the native population. That will 
not be an easy task. It may be amongst 
the most difficult tasks that has ever been 
presented to the statesmen of this country, 
but I believe that by firmness and pru- 
dence it will be accomplished ; and if this 
can be done I feel sure that no more 
fitting tribute could be paid, no finer 
monument could be raised, to the memory 
of the great Queen for whom we are ail 
mourning to-day. 

The gracious Speech goes on to say 
that proposals for increasing the efficiency 
of the Army will be made. I think it is 
generally admitted that the war has ex- 
posed many defects in the organisation of 
our Army. I hope that this question of 
Army reform will not be dealt with 
hastily, but calmly and deliberately ; and 
that whatever is done nothing will be 
done which will in any way shake or 
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impair in any way that splendid spirit 
of discipline which has carried us 
through so many difficulties, and which 
has always proved the backbone of 
the British Army. With regard to that 
portion of the Army with which I 
um more intimately connected—the 
Volunteers—TI hope that everything will 
be done which can increase the efficiency 
and utility of that force. I have never 
been quite able to understand the action 
taken by successive Governments with 
regard to the Volunteers. It has seemed to 
methat at one momentthey wish to encour- 
age them, and at the next moment they 
wish to discourage them. The result has 
been a mixture of the two treatments, 
which has not proved beneficial. But 
after the eloquent testimony of the 
Commander-in-Chief to the admirable way 
in which the Volunteers not only of the 
City of London, but also of the country, 
have behaved in South Africa, I trust that 
in future they will be treated as a valu- 
able and most necessary part of our Army. 

The gracious Speech deals with several 
Bills which it is hoped there may be time 
to pass, but as the session promises to be 
one of a military character, and military 
measures are those likely principally to be 
before us, I will not weary you by enu- 
merating those Bills. I thank you for 
the kind and patient way in which you 
have listened to my remarks, and beg to 
second the Address. 


Moved, “That an humble Address be 
presented to His Majesty in reply to the 
gracious Speech from the Throne.”—(7'ne 
Marquess of Waterford.) 


THE Eart or KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, my first duty, which is always a 
pleasing one, is to compliment the noble 
Lords the mover and seconder of the 
Address. The good taste with which the 
noble Marquess delivered his speech must 
have commended itself to your Lordships, 
and many of us who had a very kindly 
feeling towards the late Marquess are 
glad to see his son here and to hear him 
addressing us. The noble Lord who 
seconded the Address has had consider- 
able Parliamentary experience, and we 
ean see from his speech that he is able to 
speak clearly and plainly upon any sub- 
ject which may be under debate. I 
sincerely hope that he will not be content 
with the speech he has made to-day, but 
that he will take part in our future 


debates. 
Earl Manvers, 
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One word as to the first paragraph of 
the Speech from the Throne. In it His 
Majesty most becomingly and most 
naturally tells us that he intends to walk 
in the footsteps of his revered mother, and 
I do not think we need any further 
assurance from our Sovereign that he 
means to tread in those steps. Enough 
has been said on this subject—a mourn- 
ful one—and I will only add that all of us 
hope and believe that he who is now our 
King will have a career worthy. of his 
august mother. No warmer wish, | 
think, could be expressed for his welfare 
and his success. 

My Lords, the principal subject of the 
Speech, naturally enough, is the war in 
South Africa, and I wish it were possible 
to say anything satisfactory or agreeable 
about that war. For my part, I have no 
pleasure in saying disagreeable things 
about it; but I think it isa plain duty 
not to conceal the deep dissatisfaction 
which exists amongst those who agree 
with me in politics as to the manner in 
which the Government have latterly con- 
ducted the war. Do not suppose I am 
about to criticise the military operations 
of the distinguished officer the noble Ear! 
who has just taken his seat, or to criticise 
the operations of the noble Lord who is 


now commanding in South Africa. 
It is not to that that we should 


direct our attention; it is to the 
manner in which the Government have con- 
ducted their part of the war. I regret to 
say that, now that we have had consider- 
able experience of it, we see steps taken too 
late, efficiency not ensured, a want of 
appreciation to the magnitude and dift- 
culties of the war, and in consequence a 
state of things which may be called 
guerilla warfare, but which means a_pro- 
longation of the war under circumstances 
of great difficulty, and of danger to our 
position in South Africa. I am by no 
means given to speak dolefully about 
public events, but I must say that the 
present condition of affairs in South 
Africa fills me with apprehension. We 
have seen not merely the defence of the 
former Transvaal Republic and of the 
former Orange Free State, but we have 
seen our own colonies invaded at various 
points. We have seen a warfare which 
may be called guerilla, but which is 
evidently a most harassing warfare for 
our troops to deal with, and one conducted 
on a scale which takes it out of the 
category of mere marauding. Our _ posi- 
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tion is evidently this, that, notwithstand- 
ing the large numerical forces which we 
have in South Africa, we have not an 
etlicient force to cope with the difficulties | 
which we have to encounter. I know | 
that many people are perfectly unaware of | 
the enormous extent of territory with | 
which we have to deal, of the great | 
difficulties of the ground, and .of the | 
peculiar impediments to reducing to sub- | 
mission the forces which the Boers have | 
put in the field. What I complain of is | 


that the Government have apparently | we 
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warfare. We are prepared, whatever 
may be our political opinions, to support 
the Government in any steps they deem 
necessary to bring the war toa close. I 
agree that the early submission of the 
Boers is much to be desired in their own 
interest ; but it is necessary to look the 
facts in the face, and I am convineed 
that, whatever may be our opinions as to 
what the future settlement may be, it 
will be impossible to establish any safe 
condition of affairs in South Africa until 
have overcome the resistance now 


been living for a considerable time in a} made by our adversaries in the field. 


fools’ paradise, constantly believing that 


the war was coming to an end, and that | 


when there were great successes under 
the admirable guidance of the noble Earl, 
aid when, perhaps, if those successes had 
heen pressed strongly the war might have 
been brought to a successful close, they | 
were not ready with the necessary forces | 

the necessary men and horses. The | 
Army was practically not in a position to | 
follow up strenuously and decisively its 
successes. The consequence has been a 
recrudescence of war, and we are per- 
petually told that there are going to be 
reinforcements, but those reinforcements 
and those preparations come too late. If 
there is one thing truer than another, it 
is that it is good economy in money to 


spare nothing, when you have obtained | 


some advantage, which can press home 


that advantage, and to give the enemy no | 


opportunity to recover himself and con- 
tinue the war. 


I maintain that our commanders in 


South Africa were not furnished by the | 


Government at home with sufficient 


mounted troops and other appliances of | 
war toenable them to crush the opposi- | 
| 


tion by which they were confronted. 
Whatever may be my opinion as to the 
mode in which this question should be 
ultimately settled, there is no difference | 
of opinion between the Government and | 
myself as to the absolute necessity before 
any further steps are taken of overcoming 
the opposition offered to us—-that is our | 
plain and paramount duty. How long it 
will take us to do that I know not. I 
do strongly feel that there never has been 
a crisis in South African affairs when it | 
Was more necessary that the utmost 
rigour and energy should be.shown by us, 
and that our Army should be put in a 
position to bring to a close a war which, 
you may depend upon it, is not to be 


I do not like much to enter into the 
question of how a settlement can be 
achieved. I cannot help remembering 
the confident statement made by the 
Colonial Secretary so recently as Decem- 
ber last, in which he said— 

‘**T hope that before this House meets again 
something in the nature of a civil administra- 
tion may have been established both in the 
Transvaal and in the Orange River Colony. ”* 
That was only last December; and I 
would ask the House whether the 
state of things which has occurred since 
|then justifies any such hope. What I 
| fear is that these premature hopes enter- 
‘tained of a speedy termination of the war 
| have led the Government to relax their 
| efforts at the moment when they ought to 
| have been most strenuous. The moment 
|for the most strenuous effort was the 
/moment when the noble Karl had entered 
Pretoria and Sir R. Buller had advanced 
| beyond the colony of Natal. If you had 
'then been in a position to press home 
upon your adversaries with full vigour 
and force the advantages which you had 
obtained, you might then have brought 
the war to a close. I do not profess to 
see further than other people ; but I do 
say that if you do not make energetic and 
speedy efforts to have a thoroughly effi- 
cient force in the colony able to cope with 
what you term a guerilla war you may 
have a prolongation of the war of the 
most dangerous kind, and you may find 
yourselves face to face with a situation 
even worse than at present. I will say no 
more on that subject. Ido not like to be 
a prophet of evil. It gives me no satis- 
| faction. I do not want to make capital 
\for the Opposition out of the diffi- 
culties of the country, but I do 
want to press earnestly on the 


*See Zhe Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixxxvili., page 260. 
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Government to spare no money, but to at 
once reinforce the troops in South Africa 
so as to enable our commanders to con- 
duct really successful operations ; and 
remember it is not raw troops you want, 
but thoroughly efficient mounted troops, 
for it is obvious that this war has become 
a war of mounted men, and that without 
such a force it never will succeed. With 
regard to the paragraph dealing with the 
Ashanti expedition, | do not underrate 
your success there—I think it was a most 
creditable expedition, highly creditable to 
the officer who commanded it, and highly 
satisfactory in its results—but the magni- 
loquent language of the paragraph, after 
what we have seen happen in South Africa, 
rather savours of bathos. 

With regard to domestic legislation, we 
are not promised much. The promises, 
indeed, are so vague that one can collect 
no kind of instruction from them, or they 
refer to matters so trivial that it is scarcely 
worth while to notice them here. In the 
first place, there isa paragraph which says 
that “ proposals will be submitted to your 
judgment for increasing the efficiency of 
my military forces.” That may mean 
anything or nothing. It is, perhaps, 
rather late in the day now—this is the 
second year of the war—to come 
forward with proposals to increase the 
efficiency of our military forces. It 
might have been better if that had 
been done sooner. At all events, 
if there is to be a complete and thorough 
overhauling of our military system, I 
trust it will not be a mere picking at 
matters of detail, but that our whole 
military system will be thoroughly re- 
viewed by those who are most competent 
to review it, and that it will be placed on 
a more satisfactory footing. If :that is 
done I feel certain that on this side His 
Majesty’s Government will receive very 
cordial support. The prospect, however, 
is not very encouraging to those who like 
myself are old enough to remember the 
Crimean war and the promises then held 
out for the improvement of the Army. 
It is not very satisfactory to reflect that, 
as far as I can judge, since the time when 
my lamented friend Lord Cardwell made 
great and important changes, nothing 
appears to have been really successfully 
done to place the Army on a thoroughly 
satisfactory footing. We always had 
gallant men—we have them still. We 
have always found in time of need men 
who could lead our Army with courage 


The Earl of Kimberley. 
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and success; and we certainly have no 
reason to complain at the present time 
when we have had the inestimable advan- 
tage of the services of the noble Ear} 
whom we have the pleasure to see 
here tonight. But somehow or cther we 
have never succeeded in forming a 
system which could be adapted to a 
new state of things. I am not a 
soldier, nor do I profess to have any 
particular means of judging, — but 
I must fairly say that the whole experi- 
ence of my life, having paid some at- 
tention to these questions, is that in our 
Army system there is a peculiar want of 
flexible adaptation to new circumstances. 
It seems to me we are continually going 
on upon the old system, patching it here 
and patching it there, but never placing 
it upon a satisfactory footing. I trust 
the paragraph really means that the 
Government are at last determined to 
help the able officers who can advise them 
in this matter. 

As to other matters, there is a refer- 
ence to an amendment of the law re- 
lating to education. That may mean 
much or nothing. If it means that we: 
are to have any considerable development 
of secondary education I welcome it as a 
very great advantage to the country. I 
trust it may be so. Then we are pro- 
mised some legislation dealing with 
drunkenness in licensed houses or publie 
places. That is a very useful thing in- 
deed, but considering the attention which 
has been paid by the public to the im- 
provement of the licensing laws generally, 
I must say this is the most curiously 
small and unimportant paragraph in 
a Speech I ever saw. ‘There are 
some very useful laws now on the Statute- 
book on that subject, and I dare say it 
may be possible to make them a little 
more stringent, but there is not the least 
indication that there is going to be any 
reform in the direction of promoting 
temperance. We have had Commissions 
and inquiries and even Bills, but nothing 
appears to come from them whatever, 
and apparently His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have finally determined to shelve 
the whole question. I regret this. Iam 
not one of those who share the extreme 
views of what is called the temperance 
party, but I think there are many things 
ir. our licensing laws which might be im- 
proved with advantage. When there 
have been so many useful inquiries, and 


when so many men—amongst others the 
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right rev. Prelate on the bench above— 
have shown a deep interest in the matter 
and put forward proposals containing 
much that is valuable, I think that it is 
to be regretted that the Government have 
not seen their way to take some steps to 
promote legislation on the subject. | 
deprecate the Government’s always en- 
deavouring to extricate themselves from 
a difficulty by appointing a Commission 
and contriving to make its inquiry last 
for the period of the Government’s own 
life. That device has failed in the present 
instance; and now the Government 
apparently intend to fall back upon the 
very convenient policy of doing nothing 
whatever upon this question. It is no 
doubt a very unfavourable moment to 
press forward domestic questions. 

The country cares for little but the 
South African War, but, at the same time, 
there are several matters of domestic 
interest which ought to be pressed for- 
ward, amongst them being some moderate 
legislation to promote temperance. I 
also sincerely trust that this promise of a 
measure concerning education does mean 
some really considerable measure to pro- 
mote education, for I am certain I 
have the concurrence of a great many of 
your Lordships in saying that in domestic 
matters there are few things so important 
as an improvement in our education. 
One other thing I must say, I am _ sur- 
prised to find that there is no mention of 
a measure for the better housing of the 
working classes. I am surprised for this 
reason, that the present Home Secretary, 
if | am not mistaken, did shadow forth 
something of that kind, stating that he 
regarded this as a most urgent question. 
I suppose, however, that the Government 
are absorbed in this South African War, 
though, in my opinion, they have made a 
very considerable failure in the manage- 
ment of it. I do not wish that this 
failure should be continued. I wish that 
more power should continue in their 
hands, but I confess, after experience of 
the manner in which the home Govern- 
ment have conducted our military affairs 
in South Africa, my hopes are not great ; 
and I only trust that there will be some 
improvement. If there is not, I fear that 
we may suffer some more serious disaster 
than at present is foreseen by many. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp LORD 
PRIVY SEAL (The Marquess of SAtts- 
BURY): My Lords, Lam glad to be able 
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to concur with the noble Earl in the 
satisfaction which he has expressed at the 
quality of the speeches by which this 
debate was introduced. It is very satis- 
factory to hear so often specimens of such 
effective eloquence in this House, and that 
its merit should be recognised in all parts 
of the House ; and | concur in the desire 
expressed by the noble Earl that the hopes 
entertained from a speech made at the 
beginning of a session should be more often 
fulfilled by a subsequent and intelligent 
share in the debates of this House. I was 
glad also to hear the noble Lord (Lord 
Waterford) begin ina style which promises 
so well. Like the noble Earl opposite, I 
had the honour of the friendship of his 
father ; and he was a man who, though 
his opinions were strong—you might say 
extreme— yet, on subjects with which he 
was well acquainted, enjoyed the confidence 
and esteem of a wide circle of his country- 
men, here and in Ireland. I hope that 
my noble friend will succeed to that posi- 
tion among the landlords of Ireland which 
was occupied by the late Lord Waterford. 
Tamsure it would be greatly for the benefit 
of the country which he loves and which 
I hope he will brilliantly represent. 

The opening part of His Majesty’s 
gracious Speech leads us to reflect on a 
subject about which we have mourned and 
on difficulties that we have to face. So 
much has been said of it that it is hardly 
fitting to renew the topic. Yet, my Lords, 
you must have noticed that since our 
lamentable loss the manner in which it 
had been received and commented upon 
in every corner of the world shows how 
deep was the mark which the great 
virtues and qualities of our lost Sovereign 
had made upon the thought of her 
time, and how great was the influence 
which they had exercised, not only 
upon our political needs and tendencies, 
but upon the moral standard which she 
did so much to raise. All we can do 
now is to hope, with every confidence 
that our hope will be justified, that the 
promise given by His Majesty in his 
gracious Speech, that he will follow in her 
footsteps, will be fully and abundantly 
fulfilled ; and we cannot but feel that it 
will be a very great triumph for the 
principle of Monarchy and for the lustre 
and name of this nation if during a second 
reign, as in the first, it can be said of the 
Monarchy of England that its principal 
distinction has been that it has made it 
easier, more popular, more honourable to: 
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follow in the paths of progress and of peace. 
That influence I feel certain His Majesty 
intends to exercise ; and I have no doubt 
that the support of his people will be so 
determined that when the time comes 
that his character shall be read similar 
eulogies will be universally pronounced. 
The noble Earl was very superficial, if 
I may dare to say so, in his treatment of 
the subjects of the Speech. There was 
nothing very unfavourable. Until battles 
are won you cannot expect public opinion 
to praise the conduct of a campaign ; but 
it is unreasonable to think that there is 
anything unusual in the lengthening of 
this campaign or of any campaign against 
guerilla warfare, which often succeeds or- 
ganised resistance. Will the noble Lord 
look back on the Mutiny in India? A 
longer period elapsed between the out- 
break and the final disappearance of 
resistance than has yet taken place in the 
South African War. Or take the case, 
which I think is more analogous——namely, 
the Secession War in America. There 
was a great deal of resemblance between 
that war and the one in which we are 
engaged; but it was three or four 
years before the whole efforts of that 
very intelligent and most efficient 
community were able to bring 
their war to a successful and_ final 
issue. I think that in Bosnia it took four 
years before the whole power of the 
Austrian Empire was able to conquer the 
peasants who were fighting in the moun- 
tains of that State. Where you have 
great enthusiasm, as in this case you un- 
doubtedly have, where you have to cover 
a country that is difficult to fight in and 
gives opportunities for lengthened and 
varied resistance, however great the 
power you may have at your back, how- 
ever wealthy the country that is attacking 
may be, many, many months must elapse 
if the resistance is persistently and 
obstinately continued before complete 
tranquillity can be restored. And _ there- 
fore, though I think the impatience of 
the noble Earl is perfectly natural, I do 
not believe that the calmer students of 
the history of this or any other country 
will believe that there is any real ground 
for discontent, still less for the apprehen- 
sions which the noble Earl has expressed. 
Of course, it is another matter if the 
noble Earl had used his views as the basis 
for the opinion that we should alter our 
conduct with reference to our enemy. I 
was glad to hear the energy with which 


The Marquess of Salisbury. 
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‘he repudiated any 
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such idea. He 
recognises that, whatever we may think 
or wish as to the future, for the moment 
it is our business to win, and to give our 
whole hearts and strength to the task that 
lies before us. But I regret to see on 
this and on other occasions the noble Earl 
does not control the opinions or actions of 
all who claim the name of Liberal. I wish 
he did ; and in this matter it is evident 
that there are many people, who may not 
be numerous, but are certainly noisy, who 
try to persuade us that a substantial 
portion of the English people are not 
hearty supporters of this war, and try to 
urge us to some step, some action short of 
that which is implied in carrying the war 
to a successful issue. ‘Their contention in 
this House does not need to he repelled. 
Anybody here must see that if we were 
to relinquish or relent from our 
demand that the independence of these 
territories shall be given up—if we did 
that—we should in respect of the colony 
of South Africa involve it in incessant 
and continuous warfare, waged in circum- 
stances where we should be at the greatest 
disadvantage, and on occasions when we 
should be forced to fight with little 
prospect of success for many a year to 
come. 

It is evident, as passions have been 
developed, as feelings now stand in these 
territories, that unless we are masters and 
conquer them there is no hope for any 
abiding peace. What we shall do with 
that power when we have it is quite 
another matter. But we must be masters ; 
otherwise if they retain any portion of 
their independence it is perfectly obvious 
that the first purpose to which they 
would put the power granted them would 
be to accumulate new forces, new arma- 
ments, and prepare on a fitting occasion 
for the same attack which we had to meet 
eighteen months ago. It is also a matter 


‘upon which you can entertain no doubt 


that if you now allow your efforts to 
fall short of complete triumph you would 
practically avow to the world that your 
frontiers may be invaded in the most 
lawless and insulting manner, and yet 
that you are powerless effectively to 
resist. When once you proclaim that 
impotence to the world, I need not ask 
how long you think your proud colonial 
Empire would be protected from the 
assaults of every discontented people who 
might desire to take advantage of your 
position. Therefore I hold that we have 
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now to conduct the war to a successful 
issue. 

But the noble Earl says, “If you had 
only done this and that, you would have 
conducted it to success much sooner.” 
Is it possible for us to fight that issue out 
across this Table? Is not that a matter 
which experts and statesmen must ex- 
amine in order that they may be able to 
tell Parliament whether there has been 
any great failure of intelligence and duty 
on the part of His Majesty’s Government 
by which those operations have been 
carried on? It is evident that you can- 
not, by a formula or by a confident 
opinion, determine with whom the 
fault lies of any shortcoming—-if short- 
coming there be—of any failure in 
point of time in attaining the result 
on which you counted. These things 
must be examined carefully, and examined 


by the light of the evidence of men who | 


know the facts; and many, if not most, 
of the men who know the facts are not 
within the four shores of this country. 
You cannot until you have had your 
inquiry pass judgment. _I do not depre- 
eate that judgment at all; I rather wish 
for it in one sense—that it may point out 
to us, even at the expense of the public 
men involved, defects in our system which 
may be corrected. But you must have 
your inquiry before you pass judgment. 
Therefore I will not say that I deprecate, 
but I cannot say that it would he desir- 
able for us to enter into a regular debate 
as to the manner in which the war has 
been conducted, as to the fault of this 
or of that Department (if there be a fault), 
of this or that statesman, or of this or 
that general officer. You can only judge 
these things if you view what has been 
done as a whole, and obtain from those 
who have seen the facts on the spot the 
evidence by which alone you can be 
safely guided. 

I did not notice that the noble 
Earl went very far into the questions 
with which the Speech has dealt. If 


I might express an opinion, I would 
say that while the King’s Speech was one , 


of the longest we have had, the noble 
Earl’s comments upon it formed one of 
the shortest speeches we have had. Of 
course, it does not follow that what is 
long is always full of matter; but I 
hardly think that the noble Earl has done 
full justice to the questions with which we 
have dealt. The noble Earl complains 


that there is nothing satisfactory in our | 
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dealings with the Army. Well, will he 
put down with some definiteness what he 
thinks would be a satisfactory dealing 
with the Army? Semper dolus lutet in 
generalijus. The noble Earl has only 
given us the most superficial and general 
descriptions of the objects which he wishes 
us to pursue. It is the same with the 
licensing laws—-one of the most difficult 
subjects of the day. If the noble Earl 
has a set of opinions which he will put 
into detail we shall be very glad to 
examine them with him. But we say 
that it is in detail these things fail ; and 
even when we put a number of very dis- 
tinguished men to discuss these ques- 
tions, on all the most important points of 
them they come to ahopelessdisagreement. 
In these circumstances, it is not likely that 
we should attempt to change the law when 
we cannot clearly see what the effect of 
the change would be. It may be matter 
for regret that our licensing system has 
reached its present condition ; but how, 
without injustice to the individual, with- 
out injury to the public weal, and with- 
out exaggerating theinterference of Parlia- 
ment this state of things can adequately 
be remedied we do not at present see. 
But if the noble Earl has a mode of settling 
the question, let him, instead of simply 
saying that we have no general and satis- 
factory remedy, tell us the broad points 
of his scheme. It is the same, of course, 
with the Army. Let us know where he 
thinks the shoe pinches, and where the 
remedy ought to be applied. Otherwise, 
I think that his general criticisms are 
criticisms of a kind which could be applied 
to any institution or establishment in the 
world. 

As farasdomestic legislation goes, admit 
that our bill of fare is not a very extensive 
one. But thatis because we can very clearly 
see that there are other things, much 
more interesting, with which the time of 
Parliament will be occupied. In any 
case, the remedy is obvious. Legislation 
is not the monopoly of the Government ; 
and if noble Lords opposite will introduce 
Bills on these or other subjects we shall 
consider them with an enthusiastic in- 
terest, and we shall be glad to find a way 
out of the labyrinth which has puzzled 
many generations. The noble Earl 
apologised for having spoken so long 
about a Speech in which he thought there 
was nothing. In replying to the noble 
Earl, I think that perhaps a similar 
apology ought to be demanded from me, 
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who must feel in a somewhat. similar 
position. But I can only say that as to 
the mode in which the noble Earl has 
approached the question of the war I can 
offer nothing but praise ; and I do not 
feel very much disturbed by the other 
criticisms whica he has offered. But 
there is one thing for which, if he 
would do it, we should be very 
grateful. If he would, as I have 
already hinted, impose his own opinions 
upon his political co-religionists it would 
he of great advantage not only to himself, 
but also to the Empire. These fanatics, 
we know, are not nearly so numerous as 
they are noisy, and we do not mind their 
criticism. As far as we are concerned, 
it is hollow and empty. But it does 
impress a certain number of people at the 
other end of the world with the idea that 
the English people are not whole-hearted 
in the object which they are pursuing. As 


long as that impression continues, and they | 


are induced to believe that there is an 
important party moving for them in this 
country, I fear that they will have a very 
powerful motive to continue that insane 
resistance which promises no hope to 
them and nothing but desolation and 
misery to their country. For the blood 
that has been shed and for the destruction 
which has been caused, some of the re- 
sponsibility lies with the people who have 
so acted as to raise hopes which those 
who know anything about the subject 
know to be absolutely baseless. 

On Question, agreed to. Address 
agreed to, nemine dissentiente, and ordered 
to be presented to His Majesty by the 
Lords with White Staves. 


The Earl of Morley appointed, nemine 
dissentic ntv, to take the Chair in all Com- 
lwittees of this House for this Session. 

Committee for Privileges appointed. 

Committee for the Journals appointed. 

Stoppages in the Streets—Order to 
prevent, renewed, 

Appeal Committee appointed. 


PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS 
( R Al 'ESS ). 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the following Papers having 


The Marquess of Sulishury. 
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been commanded to be presented to this 
House by Her Majesty had been so pre- 
sented on the following dates by delivery 
to the Clerk of the Parliaments, pursuant 
to Order of the House of the 17th 
February, 1896, viz. : 


COLONIES (ANNUAL) REPORTS. 

No. 308. Leeward Islands, 1899, 
(December 13.) 

No. 309, St. Helena, 1899. 
ber 19.) 

No. 310. British Honduras, 1899. 

No. 311. St. Lucia, 1899. (December 
20.) 

No. 312. St. Vincent, 1899. (January 
7.) 

No. 313. 
(January 8.) 

No. 314. Hong Kong, 1899. 
21.) 

No. 315. Southern Nigeria, 1899-1900. 
(January 29.) 

No. 316. Grenada, 1899. (January 30.) 


(Decem- 


Basutoland, 1899-1900. 


(January 


INEBRIATES ACTS, 1879 To 1899. 
Twentieth Report of the Inspectors of 
Retreats, and the First Report of the 
Inspector of Certified Reformatories under 
the Inebriates Acts, 1879 to 1899, for the 
year 1899. (December 19.) 


EXPLOSIVES (EXPLOSION AT GUN- 
POWDER FACTORY AT BLACKBECK, 
LANCASHIRE). 

Report to the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department by Captain A. P. 
H. Desborough, Her Majesty’s Inspector 
of Explosives, on the circumstances 
attending an explosion which destroyed 
the corning house of Messrs. F. C. Dick- 
son and Company’s gunpowder factory at 
Blackbeck, Haverthwaite, Lancashire, 
on the 27th August, 1900. (December 
19.) 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Diplomatic and Consular Reports on 
Trade and Finance— 

No. 2542. China(Ssumaoand Mengtse.) 

No. 2543. Belgium and the Port of 
Antwerp. (December 29.) 

No. 2544. Japan (Tainan). 

No. 2545. Somali Coast Protectorate: 
(January 9.) 

No. 2546. Mexico. 


No. 2547. Denmark. (January 19.) 
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No. 2548. Russia (Agriculture of the 
Odessa district for the year 1900). 


(January 22.) 

No. 2549. Egypt (Trade for the year 
1899 and half of 1900). (January 30.) 

No.2550. Italy (Trade of Southern Italy 
for the year 1900). (February 7.) 

No. 2551. Estimates of the German 
Empire, 1901. 


No. 2552. Austria-Hungary (Bosnia and 
the Herzegovina). 
No, 2553. Servia. (February 9.) 


REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS 
SERIES). 
Reports on Subjects of General and 
Commercial Interest-— 


TRADE 


No. 545. Cold Storage and Refrigera- 
tion in C hic: ago. (December 31) 
No. 546. Preparation of French Plums. 


(January 3.) 
No. 547. Brazil 
(February 7.) 


(State of Maranhao). 


MERCHANT SHIPPING (MERCANTILE 
MARINE FUND) ACT, 1898 (LIGHT 
DUES). 

Report of « Committee appointed by 
the Board of Trade to examine the claims 
and suggestions received for exemption 
from light dues or for alteration of exist- 
ing scale or rules. Il. Appendix. 
(January 3.) 


TREATY SERIES. 

No. 1 (1901).—Agreement between the 
United Kingdom and Germany relative 
to China, October 16, 1900. (January 4.) 

No. 2 (1901).—Convention between the 
United Kingdom and Japan for the pro- 
tection of the estates of deceased persons. 
Signed at Tokio, 26th April, 1900. | Ratifi- 
cations exchanged at Tokio, 25th October, 
1900.] (January 19.) 


MINES AND QUARRIES (GENERAL 
REPORT AND STATISTICS FOR 1899). 
Part [V. Colonialand Foreign Statistics. 
~ Statistics relating to persons employed, 
output, and accidents at mines and 
quarries in the British colonies and in 
Foreign countries. (January 16.) 


RAILWAYS (CONTINUOUS BRAKES). 

Return by railway companies of the 
United Kingdom for the six months end- 
ing the 30th June, 1900. (January 16.) 


ARY 1901} 
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IRISH INLAND FISHERIES. 
Report of Commissioners appointed to 
inquire into the present condition of 
inland fisheries in Ireland, and the laws 
relating thereto. (January 16.) 


MILITARY HOSPITALS IN SOUTH 

AFRICA (ROYAL COMMISSION). 

I. Report of the Royal Commission 
appointed to consider and report upon the 
care and treatment of the sick and 
wounded during the South African 
Campaign. (January 18.) 

II. Minutes 
the Royal Commission. 


of evidence taken before 
(January 21.) 

of evidence 
Commission. 


III. Appendix to minutes 
taken before the Royal 
(January 21.) 


CROFTER COLONISATION. 
Eleventh Report of the Commissioners 
appointed to carry out a scheme of coloni- 
sation in the Dominion of Canada of 
crofters and cottars from the Western 
Highlands and Islands of Scotland ; with 
appendices. (January 26.) 


SOUTH AFRICA. 

South African Despatches. (February 7.) 
EPIDEMIC OF ARSENICAL POISONING. 
Report to the Local Government 
Board on the recent epidemic of arsenical 
poisoning attributed to beer, by Dr. 
George Seaton Buchanan. (February &.) 


AFRICA, No. 1 (1901). 

Return of the names of the British and 
American firms who tendered for the 
supply of certain bridges for the Uganda 
Railway, and the amounts of the various 
tenders. (February 9.) 


COMMERCIAL, No. 1 (1901). 
Reports from His Majesty's representa- 
tives abroad on the Metric System. Part 
II. (February 12.) 
The same were ordered to le on the 
Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
EVICTIONS (IRELAND). 
Return of evictions in Ireland for the 
quarter ended 31st December, 1900. 
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Return of the number of agrarian out- 
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SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE, 
Rules of the Supreme Court, January, 


rages which were reported tothe Inspector- 1901. 


General of the Royal Irish Constabulary 
during the quarter ended 31st December, 


1900. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION (JUDICIAL 
RENTS). 


Returns for— 


I. The month of May 1900. 
II. The month of June 1900. 
LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 
Orders made by the Light Railway 
Commissioners, and modified and con- 
firmed by the Board of Trade, authorising 
the construction of — 


1. A light railway in the county of | 
Gloucester, between Wotton-under-Edge | 


and Charfield. 

2. A light railway in the county of 
Northumberland, between Gosforth and 
Ponteland. 

3. Light railways in the parish and 
urban district of Rhyl, in the county of 
Flint, in extension of the light railway 
authorised by the Rhyl and Prestatyn 
Light Railway Order, 1900. 

4. Light railways in the county of 
Cambridge, in the parishes of Oakington, 
Westwick, and Cottenham. 

5. A light railway in the county of 
Suffolk, from Long Melford to Hadleigh. 

6. Light railways in the urban district 
of Sheerness and in the parish of Minster, 
in Sheppey, in the rural district of Shep- 
pey, in the county of Kent. 

7. A light railway in the county of 
Southampton, from Bishop’s Waltham 
to a junction with the authorised Meon 
Valley Railway near Brock Bridge, in the 
parish of Soberton. 

& A light railway in the county of 
Southampton, from Whitchurch and 
Hurstbourne Stations to Vernhams Dean. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the ‘Table. 


LUNACY. 

Return to the Lord Chancellor of the 
number of visits made and the number of 
patients seen by the several Commis- 
sioners in Lunacy during the six months 
ended 31st December, 1900. 


AGRICULTURE AND TECHNICAL IN.- 
STRUCTION (IRELAND) ACT, 1899 
(KULES). 

| I. Rules under Section 3 of the Act. 
II. Amended rules for the administra- 

tion of loans under the Sea and Coast 

Fisheries Fund (Ireland) Act, 1884. 





}SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
| ACT (IRELAND), 1877 (RULE). 
Orders in Council— 

I. Dated 30th January, 1901, giving 
| effect to a rule of court. 

II. Dated 28th December, 1900, giving 
| effect to rules of court. 





INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION 
(IRELAND). 
of Examinations for th 


Time-table 
year 1901. 


PUBLIC RECORDS. 

Schedule containing a list and_ parti- 
culars of classes of documents in the 
ottice of the clerk of the peace for the 
county of Denbigh which are not con- 
sidered of sufficient public value to justify 
their preservation in the Publie Record 
Office. 


INDIA (LOANS RAISED IN INDIA). 
Return of all loans raised in India under 
the provisions of any Acts of Parliament 
chargeable on the revenues of India out- 
istanding at the commencement of the 
half-year ended on the 30th September, 
1900, with the rates of interest and total 
amount payable thereon, ete. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
! Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 

UNION OF BENEFICES (METROPOLIS) 

ACT, 1860. 

Scheme for the union of the Benefices 
of All Saints, Knightsbridge, and Holy 
Trinity, Knightsbridge. Laid before the 
House (pursuant to Act), and to be 
printed. (No. 1.) 


THE DEATH OF QUEEN VICTORIA. 

The Lorpd CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that he had received through the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs a 
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5D New Writ. 


translation of a note from the Italian 
Chargé d’Affaires at this Court, reporting 
that the Italian Senate adjourned its 
sitting on the 23rd ultimo as a sign of 
mourning for Her late Majesty Queen 
Victoria, and desired that heartfelt con- 
dolences of the Chamber on the sad event 
should be communicated to the House of 
Lords. 
House adjourned at half-past Six 
of the clock, to Tuesday next, 
a quarter past Four of the clock. 


COMMONS. 
l4th February, 1901. 


HOUSE OF 
Thursday, 


The House met at a quarter before 


Two of the clock. 
Message to attend His Majesty. 
The House went; and, being returned : 


Several other Members took and sub- 
scribed the Oath, and several other Mem- 
hers made and subseribed the Affirmation 
required by Law. 


FROM THE 
LATE MAJESTY 
CESSION OF HIS MAJESTY). 
The COMPTROLLER OF THE HOUSEHOLD 
reported His Majesty’s Answer co ‘he 
Address {25th January], as followeth : 


KING (DEATH 
AND AC- 


MESSAGE 
OF HER 


‘T have received with much = gyrati- 
fication vour dutiful and affectionate 
Address. 


‘Tam touched and consoled by your 
sympathy with My grief at the loss of 
My beloved Mother, the Queen, to whose 
unfailing devotion to the welfare of Her 
people throughout Her long and memor- 
able reign vou bear testimony. 

“T return you My thanks for the 
expression oi your loyal attachment to 
My person and your confidence in My 
desire to promote the happiness and 
liberty of My subjects; and I fervently 
jon in your prayer that Almight: 
God will guide and strengthen My 
councils to that end.” 


Me. SPEAKER informed the House that 
he had received the following communi- 


cations expressing condolence with the 


British Nation in the loss it had sustained 
by the death of Her late Majesty :— 


{14 FEBRUARY 1901} 


East Lancashire, 


New Writ. a6 


Budapest, 24th January, 1901. 
tight Honourable Mr. Speaker, 


The House of Representatives of the 
Hungarian Parliament has been greatly 
affected by the cruel less which tke peoples of 
Great Britain have suffered by the demise of 
Her Majesty Queen Vietoria, and in its 
session held om January 28rd, in giving 
expression to the grief and profound sympathy 
of the Hungarian ‘nation it has paid the tribute 
of its reverent fe elings to the memory of the 
Noble (Queen, w ho- during a reign of un- 
exampled duration, always maintained and 
held sacred the traditions of the constitution 
and was always surrounded by the enthu- 
siastie love of Her people. 

The Hungarian. House of Representatives 
has entrusted me with communic ating these 
sincere feelings of the House to the “Parlia- 
ment (of Great Britain) by your kind 
mediation. 

I bee you, Right Honourable Mr. Speaker, 
to accept the expression of my sincere respect, 
and remain, 

Yours truly, 
TERIZAL, 
The President of the House of 
Representatives of the Hungarian 
Parliament. 


Copy. Italian Embassy, 

January 25th, 1901. 
Translation. 
Monsieur le Marquis, 

The Italian Chamber of Depaties adjourned. 
its silting yesterday as a sign of mourning for 
the death of Her Majesty Queen Victoria, 
charging the Government with communicating 
their condolences to the House of C ommons. 

In compliance with the instructions of the 
Minister for Foreign Affairs, [ have the 
honour to notify the “above to Your E xcellency 
and to beg you to be good enough. to acquaint 
the Speaker with these expressions of the 
Italian Chamber's condolence. 

Thanking you for your amiable assistance, | 
have, Xe. (Signed) COSTA. 
His Exeellency, 

The Marquis of Lansdowne, K.G., 
«e., Xe., Ke. 


To the President of the House of 
Commons, London. 

At the request of the Chamber of Represen- 
tatives [| have the honour to approach my 
honourable colleague of the House of Com- 
mons to express my sympathy with the deep- 
felt grief of the English nation at the death: 
of their beloved Queen. 

JOSE SALVEDRA, 
President of the Chamber of Deputies. 
of the Republic of Uruguay, 
Montevideo. 


NEW WRIT: 
County of Lancaster (South- 
Stretford Division), im 


For the 








B7 ( ‘ontroverted 


the room of Sir John William Maclure, 
(Sir William Wol- 


haronet, deceased. 


ron / ) 


CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS. 

Mr. SPEAKER further informed the 
House that he had received the following 
communications from the Judges ap- 
pointed to try the several Election Peti- 
tions : 

CHRISTCHURCH ELECTION PETITION, 
In the High Court of Justice. 

The Parliamentary Elections Act, 186s. 
The Corrupt and Hlegal Practices Prevention 
Acts, 1883 and 1895. 

To the Right Honourable the Speaker of the 
House of Commons. 

Election for the Borough of Christcehureh in 
the County of Hants, holden on the 3rd 
day of Oetober, 1900. 

In the matter of an Election Petition for the 
said Borough presented to His Majesty’s 
High Court of Justice (King’s Bench 
Division) on the 26th day of October, 
1900. 

Thomas Allnutt Brassey, Petitioner. 

Kenneth Robert Balfour, M.P., Respondent. 

We, Sir William Rann Kennedy, Knight, 
and Sir Arthur Moseley Channell, Knight, 
two of the Judves of the High Court of Justice, 
now on the Rota of Judges selected by the said 
Court to try Parliamentary Election Petitions 
in England and Wales (presented during the 
year ending the 24th day of October, 1901), 

Do hereby Report that an application for 
liberty to withdraw this Petition wa« heard 
before us in open Court on the 4th day of 
February, 1901. 

Having heard Counsel on both sides. and 
read the aflidavits sworn and filed by the 
respective parties to the Petition and others, 
pursuant to the Statute, 

We ordered that the Petitioner should have 
leave to withdraw his Petition. 

We further Report that, in our opinion, the 
withdrawal of this Petition was not the result 
af any agreement. terms, or undertaking, or 
in consideration of any payment, or in con- 
sideration that the seat should at any time be 
vacated, or in consideration of the withdrawal 
of any other Election Petition, or for any 
other consideration. 

Dated this 8th day of February 1901] 

WILLIAM RANN KENNEDY. 
ARTHUR M. CHANNELL. 


PEMBROKE ELECTION PETITION, 

To the Right Honourable the Speaker of the 
House of Commons. 

In the matter of the Petition relating to the 
last Election of a Member of Parliament 
for the Borough of Pembroke and Haver- 
fordwest. 

We, Sir Charles John Darling and Sir 

Arthur Moseley Channell, two of the Judges 
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of the King’s Bench Division of the High 
Court of Justice, and two of the Judges for 
the time being on the Rota for the trial of 
Election Petitions in England, do hereby cer- 
tify that Lieutenant-General John Winburn 
Laurie was duly elected and returned at the 
said Election. 

We report that no corrupt or illegal practice 
was proved to have been committed by or with 
the knowledge or consent ot either candidate. 

That neither candidate was proved guilty 
by his agents of any corrupt or illegal prac- 
tice. 

That no particular individuals were proved 
at the trial to have been guilty of corrupt or 
illegal practices, and consequently no names 
can be given. 

That there was no reason to believe that cor- 
rupt or illegal practices had extensively pre- 
vailed at the said Election. 

CHARLES J) DARLING, 
ARTHUR M. CHANNELL. 


29th January, 1901. 


WICK BURGHS ELECTION PETITION, 
Report by the Honourable Lords Kylachy and 

Stormonth Darling in the Wick District 

of Burghs Election Petition. 

We, the Honourable Lords Kyllachy and 
Stormonth Darling, two of the Judges upon 
the Rota for the trial of Ele tion Petitions, 
certify to the Right Honourable the Speaker 
of the House of Commons that at an Election 
Court held by us on the nineteenth day of 
December nineteen hundred, on the motion of 
the Petitioners James kdward Harper, 
Auctioneer, Pultneytown, in the County of 
Caithness, and others, in a Petition against 
the Election of Arthur Bignold, of Lochrosque, 
in the County of Ross, Gentieman, as Member 
of Parliament for the Wick Di-trict of Burghs, 
on the ground of bribery and treating before, 
during, and after the election, we allow the 
said Petitioners to withdraw from the Petition, 
and on the mution of Thomas Charles Hunter 
Hedderwick, of Biggar Park, Lanarkshire, 
Barrister-at-Law, substituted him as Petitioner 
in their the said Petitioners’ room and place: 
Further, that at an Election Court held by us on 
thirtieth January nineteen hundred and one, 
upon application for leave to withdraw by the 
said substituted Petitioner, we, in respect of 
the withdrawal from the Petition of said sub- 
stituted Petitioner, and no person having 
appeared after due notice to adopt the 
Petition, and the Lord Advocate having 
declined to intervene, dismissed the Petition 
and found that the said Arthur Bignold had 
been duly elected Memver of Parliament for 
the said Wick District of Burghs: And we 
further certify that the withdrawal of the said 
Petition was not the result of any corrupt 
arrangement or in consideration of the with- 
drawal of any other Petition. 

Given under our hand at Edinburgh the 
Fifth day of February nineteen hundred 
and one years. 

W. MACKINTOSH. 
Morr T. STORMONTH DARLING. 


To the Right Honourable 
William Court Gully, 
The Speaker of the House of Commons, 
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59 Elections. 
ELECTIONS. 
Ordered, That all Members who are 
returned for two or more places in any 
part of the United Kingdom do make 
their election tor which of the places 


they will serve, within one week after it | 


shall appear that there is no question 
upon the Return for that place; and 
if any thing shall come in question touch- 
ing the Return or Election of any Member, 
he is to withdraw during the time the 
matter is in debate ; 
returned upon double Returns do with- 


draw till their Returns are determined. | 


Resolved, That no Peer of the Realm 
except such Peers of Ireland as shall for 
the time being be actually elected, and 
shall not have declined to serve, for any 
county, city, or borough of Great Britain, 
hath any right to give his vote in the Elec- 
tion of any Member to serve in Parliament. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That it is a high infringement of the 
liberties and privileges of the Commons 


of the United Kingdom for any Lord | 


of Parliament, or other Peer or Prelate, 
not being a Peer of Ireland at the time 


elected, and not having declined to serve | 


for any county, city, or borough of Great 


Britain, to concern himself in the election | 


ot Members to serve for the Commons 
in Parliament, except only any Peer of 


Ireland, at such Elections in Great Britain | 


respectively where such Peer shall appear 
as a candidate, or by himself, or any 
others, be proposed to be elected; or 


for any Lord Lieutenant or Governor of | 


any county to avail himself of any au- 
thority derived from his Commission, 
to influence the Election of any Member 
to serve ior the Commons in Parlia- 


ment.”—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out from the word ‘ Kingdom,’ 


in line 2, to the word ‘for,’ in line 8.”—(.WV/7. | 


James Lowther.) 


Mr. WHARTON (York, W.R., Ripon) 


formally seconded the Amendment. 
Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 
Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Scotland, 
Liverpool): With reference to this Sessional 
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and that all Members | 


he clions. 60 


| Order as to the interference of Peers 
lin the elections, the Amendment of the 
| right.hon. Gentleman does not deal with 
the main question. In every session the 
right hon. Gentleman has pressed his 
objection to this rule, and upon one 
| occasion I found myself—as much to my 
| own astonishment as to that of the right 
| hon. Gentleman—in the same lobby with 
|him. I have arrived at the conclusion 
|to which I came upon grounds entirely 
| different to those which induced him to 
| propose this Amendment. It is quite 
| evident that a rule of this kind, if it is 
| not observed, should not be on the 
Statute-book of the country and should 
/not remain an Order of this House. It 
the law is good it should be obeyed, and 
if itis bad it should be repealed. I think 
it was General Grant who laid down the 
wise dictum that the very best way to get 
rid of a bad law is that it should be put 
into operation. This rule has been proved 
| to be inoperative, and I think the breach 
of the high privileges of this House is in 
voting that Peers should not be allowed 
to take part in elections and then 
‘allowing the law to be disobeyed. [ 
know that some hon. Gentlemen on this 
side of the House will not approve of the 
‘support I give to the proposal of the 
iright hon. Gentleman. L know that 
some gentlemen on the opposite side are 
of opinion that if this rule were abrogated 
it would be in the interest of the party 
|they represent. | have heard it said that 
it this rule were repealed, and if Peers 
| were allowed to offer themselves for 
election to the House of Commons, fifty 
or sixty constituencies in the country 
would be certain to be represented by 
Peers. Lam prepared to face a contingency 
of that kind. I cannot understand how 
anyone who approves of equal political 
rights can be in favour of a policy of 
exclusion and disability by which vou pre- 
vent any citizen of the country from 
seeking to represent his fellow-citizens. 
tam sure that the right hon. Gentleman 
is absolutely impartial in this matter, 
and I accept his assurance that he does 
not look for any party advantage. I will 
be perfectly candid with the right hon. 
Gentleman and tell him that I regard 
his motion as anticipatory of more serious 
/and more important movements. It is 
i perfectly impossible that we could have 
Peers taking part in the election of Mem- 


F 
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bers to this House and at the same time 
deprive the people of the right to share 
in the choice of the Members of another 
Chamber. Itis an anomalyand an anachro- 
nism that one man simply by right of 
birth should have the same rights of legis- 
lation and administration as 
sentativeof 100,000 citizens of the country. 
That anomaly would, I think, be made 
very much more flagrant by the resolu- 
Gentleman. I 


tion of the right hon. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Allen, Chas. P.(Glouc., Stroud 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Arehdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Arrol, Sir Willian 
Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manceh'r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Balfour, Maj. Kk. R. (Christch. 
Janbury, Frederick George 
Jayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.( Bristol 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. Bb. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Black, Alexander William 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles,Capt. H. F.( Middlesex) 
Brassey, Albert 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brodrick. Rt. Hon. St. John 
3rooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, George M. (Edinburgh 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Sullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

3urt, ‘Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, Kk. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J Austen(Wore’r 
Chamberlayne,T.(S’thampton 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colville, John 

Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cremer, William Randal 


Mr. 1. P. O'Connor, 


‘COMMONS! 


the repre- 


123. 


AYES. 


Crombie, John William 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. | 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. | 
Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- | 
Dimsdale, SirJosephCockiield 
Dixon- Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Douglas, Kt. Hon. A Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxtord, Sir William T. 

Duke, Edward Henry 

Dunean, James H. 

Dunn, Sir William 
Durning-Lawreuce, Sir Edwin 
Elibank, Master of 

Elliot, Hon. A. R. Douglas 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel T. 

Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward | 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro( Leith) 
Fergusson, Rt. HnSird.(Mane’r | 
Ffrench, Peter 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon | 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gartit, William 

Gordon, Hn.J.E.( Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rHmlets | 
Gore, Hon. F. 8. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. GeorgeJoachim 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Grant, Corrie 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Sir E. W.(Bury St..Ed. 
Grenfell, William Henry 
(yretton, John 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Grores, James Grimble 
Gurdon, Sir William Brampton 
Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick. 


The House divided : 
(Division List No. 1.) 
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think it would pave the way for the dis- 
appearance of that anomaly. I am in 
favour of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
Motion, and I will vote for it because I 
think the best way of getting rid of the 
privilege is by getting rid of the rule. 


Question put. 


Ayes, 326 ; Noes, 


Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG.(Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marg.of (L’nd’derry 
Hardy,Laurance(K’nt, Ashford 
Harmsworth, RK. Leicester 
Harris, F. Leverton(Tynemth. ) 
Harwood, George 

Haslem, Sir Alfred S$. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Ha. Sir Arthur D, 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Helder, Augustus 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, C.E.H. (Bristol, E.) 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (fife, West) 
Horner, Frederick William 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Win. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard,CaptJ.( Kent, Faversh 
Howard,J.(Midx., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. James H. Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, William. (Carnarvons. ) 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, James (Lancs., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop) 
Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 
Knowles, Lees é 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick W. 
Langley, Batty 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, William F. 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Lecky, RtHon William Edw. H. 


Lee, CaptA. H.( Hants, Fareh’m 


Leese,SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneave 
Leigh, Sir Joseph (Stockport) 


Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie: 


Leng, Sir John 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk..N. Sp 





Abrah 
Abrah 
Ambri 
Ather 
Bailey 
Baldw 
Barloy 
Barry, 
Bartle 
Bell, | 
Bignol 
Blake, 
Boland 
Bond, 

Bowles 
Brunne 
Caine, 

Camph 
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Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Rt Hn. Walter Bristol,S) 
Lonsdale, John Srownlee | 
Lowe, Francis William | 
Lowther, kt. Hn.J.W.(Penrith | 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman | 
Lucas,Col. Francis( Lowestoft) | 
Lucas, Reginald. J(Portsmouth) | 
Mae dona, John C umming 
Maconochie, A. 

M‘Crae, George 

Majendie, James A. H. 
Maleolm, lan 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W..J (Dumfriesshire) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlenore,JohnThrogmort'n 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Mitchell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacey 
More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Moulton, John Fleteher 
Murphy, J. 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Newnes, Sir George 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col. John’. (Galway, N. 
Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Donnell, 'T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Palmer, Grorge W. (Reading) | 
Palmer, Walter (Salis bury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Partireton, Oswald 
Pease,Sir Joseph W.(Durham) | 
Peel, Hon. Wm. Robert W. 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Perey, Earl] 


| 
| 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Ambrose, Robert 

“or neg. Jones, L. 

Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Barlow, Jobn Emmott 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Bartley, tena iS. Es 

Bell, Richard 

Bignold, A. 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bond, Edward 

Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Caine, W illiam Sproston 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 





| Seely, Charles Hilton 


| Stevenson, 
Stewart, 
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P hilipps, John Wynford 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Richard 
Platt- Higgins, Frederick 
P lummer, Ww alter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
| Pretyman, Ernest George 
Price, Robert John 
Purvis, Robert 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 


Radcliffe, R. F. 


Randles, ‘John S. 
fankin, Sir James 


| Redmond,John E.( Waterford) 


Reid, James (Greenock) 


| Remnant, Jame Farquharson | 


Renshaw, Charles Bine 


| Renwick, George 


Ridley, Hn. M.W.(St: ulybridge 
Ridley, ‘Samuel F. (BethnalGr n 
Rigg, Riehard 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | 
Robson, William Snowden 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner. Colonel Robert 
oe l,Hn. Lionel Walter 
Round, James 
Hatherterd, John 


, Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 


Schwann, Charles E. 
(Lineoln 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) | 
Sinelair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, A bel H.(Hertford,East) 
a eee 


Smith, Parker (Lanarks. ) 
Smith, $ ass (Flint) 
Spear, Jobn Ward 


Spencer, RtHnC. R. (Northants 


Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 

Francis 8. 

Sir M. J. M‘Tageart | 
Stirling-Maxwell. Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strachey, Edward 

Stroyan, John 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


NOES. 


Carew, James Laurence 
Cawley, Frederick 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Delany, William 
Dewar, T. R. (Tower Hamlets) | 
Dickinson, Robert +dmond | 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Dutty, William J. 
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Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G./Ox. Univ.) 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomas, F’. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gow’r 
Thomson, Frederick W. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomkinson, James 
Tomlinson, W. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Laer Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walker, Col. William Hall! 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 
Wason, Jn. Catheart (Orkney 
Webb, Col. William George 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North 
Whiteley, Geo. (York, W.R.) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Whittaker, Thomas Paimer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Williams, Colonel K. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, Chas. Hy. (Hull, W.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 
W odehouse, Rt HonE. R.( Bath) 
Woodhouse, SirJ T'.( Hudd’rsf'd 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W.H. 
Young, oe (Berks, E. 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Willian Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Dyke, Rt. HonSirWilliam Hart 
Ells, John Edward 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fison, a rederick William 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gibbs, Hon. Vi icary (St. Albans) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. } 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hardie,J.K. (Merthyr Tydvil) 
Harrington, ‘Timothy 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
at J.F.(Shefli'd, Brightside) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
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Joicey, Sir James 

Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim,E.) O°’ Dowd, John 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Marshall- Hall, Edward 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
Milward, Colonel Victor 


Muntz, Philip 


Nolan, Jo-eph 


Penn, John 


(COMMONS} 


Morley, Rt. Hon. J. (Montrose 
A. teid, Sir Robert T. (Dumfries 
Murnaghan, George 


(Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O'Brien, Kendal(Tipper’y, Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, William (Cork) 
O'Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Doherty, William 


O Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
(Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington 


Pickard, Benjamin 
Pirie, Dunean \ Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Pryce-Jones, L 
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edmond, William (Clare) 


Roche, John 

toe, Sir Thomas 

Russell, T. W. 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shipman, Dr. John 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Thomas,J. A. (Glain., Gower) 
Tally, Jasper 
Vincent,Col.SirC. E. H.(Shef'd 
Welby,Lt. -Col. A.C.E.(Tauntn 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 


(Louth, South) 


t.-Col. Edward 


Montagu, Hon.J Scott(Hants.) Pym, C. Guy TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Mooney, John J. Reckitt, Harold James Mr. James Lowther and 


Morgan,Hn.Fred(Monm’thsh. Reddy, M. 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That it is a high infringement 
of the liberties and privileges of the Com- 
mons of the United Kingdom for any 
Lord of Parliament, or other Peer or 
Prelate, not being a Peer of Ireland at 
the time elected, and not having declined 
to serve for any county, city, or borough 
of Great Britain, to concern himself in 
the election of Members to serve for the 
Commons in Parliament, except only 
any Peer of Ireland, at such elections 


in Great Britain respectively where such | 


Peer shall appear as a candidate, or by 
himself, or any others, be proposed to be 
elected ; or for any Lord Lieutenant or 
Governor of any county to avail himself 
of any authority derived from his Com- 
mission, to influence the election of any 
Member to serve for the Commons in 
Parliament 

Resolved, That if it shall appear that 
any person hath been elected or returned 
a Member of this House, or endeavoured 


so to be, by Bribery, or any other corrupt | 
practices, this House will proceed with the | 


utmost severity against all such persons 


as shall have been wilfully concerned in | 


such Bribery or other corrupt practices. 


WITNESSES. 
Resolved, That if it shall appear that 
any person hath been tampering with 
any Witness, in respect of his evidence 


to be given to this House, or any Com- | 


mittee thereof, or directly or indirectiv 
hath endeavoured to deter or hinder any 


Mr. Wharton. 


| person from appearing or giving evidence, 

the same is declared to be a high crime or 
| misdemeanor ; and this House will pro- 
| ceed with the utmost severity against such 
offender. 





Resolved, Thet if it shall uppear that 
}any person hath given false evidence 
| in any case before this House, or any Com- 
| mittee thereof, this House will proceed 
with the utmost severity against such 
offender. 


METROPOLITAN POLICE. 


Ordered, That the Commissioners. of 
the Police of the Metropolis do take care 
that, during the Session of Parliament, 
'the passages through the streets leading 
to this House be kept free and open, 
and that no obstruction be permitted 
to hinder the passage of Member: to and 
from this House, and that no disorder 
be allowed in Westminster Hall, or in the 
passages leading to this House, during 
the Sitting of Parliament, and that there 
be no annoyance therein or thereabouts ; 
and that the Serjeant at Arms attending 
this House do communicate this Order 
to the Commissioners aforesaid. 


VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS. 


Ordered, That the Votes and Proceed- 
ings of this House be printed, being first 
perused by Mr. Speaker ; and that he do 
appoint the printing thereof; and that 
|no person but such as he shall appoint 
|do presume to print the same. 
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PRIVILEGES. 
Ordered, That a Committee of Privi- 
leges be appointed. 
OUTLAWRIES BILL 


“For the more effectual preventing 


Clandestine Outlawries,” read the first 
time ; to be read a second time. 
JOURNAL. 
Ordered, That the Journal of this 


House, from the end of the last Session 
to the end of the present Session, with 
un Index thereto, be printed. 


Ordered, That 500 copies of the said 
Journal and Index be printed by the 
appointment and under the direction of 
Archibald John Scott Milman, esquire, 
C.B., the Clerk of this House. 


Ordered, That the said Journal and 
Index be printed by such person as shall 
be licensed by Mr. Speaker, and that no 
other person do presume to print the 


same. 
PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS 
(RECESS). 


The following Papers, presented by 


Royal Command during the Recess, 
were delivered to the Librarian of the 


House of Commons during the Rece-s 
pursuant to the Standing Order of the 
l4th August, 1896 :— 


1. Trade Reports (Annual Series).— 
Copies of Diplomatic and Consular Re- 
ports, Annual Series, Nos. 2542 to 2553. 

2. ‘Trade Reports (Miscellaneous Series). 

Copies of Diplomatic and Consular 
Reports, Miscellaneous Neries, Nos. 545 
to 547. 

3. Treaty Series (No. 1, 1901).—Copy 
ot Agreement between the United King- 


dom and Germany relative to China ; | 


dated 16th October, 1900. 

4. Treaty Series (No. 2, 1901).—Copy 
ot Convention between the United King- 
dom and Japan for the protection of the 
Estates of Deceased Persons. Signed at 
Tokio, 26th April, 1900. Ratifications 
exchanged at Tokio, 25th October, 1900. 

5. Metric System (Foreign Countries) 
(Commercial, No. 1, 1901).—Copy of 
Reports from Her late Majesty’s Repre- 
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' sentatives in Europe on the Metric System, 
Part I. 


6. Africa (No.1, 1901).—Copy of Return 
of the Names of the British and American 
Firms who tendered for the supply of cer- 
tain Bridges tor the Uganda Railway, 
and the Amounts of the various Tenders. 

7. South Africa (Despatches).—Copy 
of Despatches relating to the War in 
South Atriea. 

8. Colonial Reports (Annual).—Copies 
of Reports Nos. 308 (Leeward Islands, 
Annual Report for 1899), 309 (St. Helena, 
Annual Renort for 1899), 310 (British 
Honduras, Annual Report for 1899), 311 
(St. Lucia, Annual Report for 1899), 312 
(St. Vincent, Annual Report for 1899), 
313 (Basutoland, Annual Report for 
1899-1900), 314 (Hong Kong, Annual 

teport for 1899), 315 (Southern Nigeria, 
Annual Report for 1899-1900), 316 
(Grenada, Annual Report for 1899). 

9, Explosions (Gunpowder Factory at 
Blackbeck, Lancashire).—Copy of Report 
by Captain A. P. H. Desborough, Her 
late Majesty’s Inspector of Explosives, to 
the Right Honourable the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department, on the 
circumstances attending an Explosion 
which destroyed the Corning House of 
Messrs F.C. Dicexson and Company's 
Gunpowder Factory at Blackbeck, Haver- 
thwaite, Lancashire, on the 27th August, 
1900. 

:U. Inebriates Acts 1879 to 1899. -- 
Copy of Twentieth Report of the In- 
spectors of Retreats, and the First Report 
ot the Inspector of Certified Reforma- 
tories, under the Inebriates Acts, 1879 
to 1899, for the year 1899. 

11. Mines and Quarries.—Copy — of 
General Report and Statistics for the year 
1899, Part IV., Colonial and Foreign 
Statistics ; Statistics relating to Persons 
employed, Output, and Accidents at Mines 
and Quarries in the British Colonies and 
in Foreign Countries. 

12. Military Hospitals in South Africa 
(Royal Commission).—Copy of Report of 
the Royal Commission appointed to con- 
sider and report upon the care and treat- 
ment of the sick and wounded durmg the 
South African Campaign. 

13. Military Hospitals in South Africa 
(Royal Commission).—Copy of Minutes of 
Evidence taken before the Royal Com- 
mission. 
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to Minutes of Evidence taken before the 
Royal Commission. 
15. Irish Inland Fisheries Commission. 
—Copy of Report of the Commissioners. 
16. Irish Inland Fisheries Commission. 


—Copy of Appendix to the Report of the | 


Commissioners, Part I., Minutes of Evi- 
dence. 

17. Irish Inland Fisheries Commission. 
—Copy of Appendix to the Report of the 
Commissioners, Part II., Documents. 

18. Trish Inland Fisheries Commission. 
—Copy of Appendix to the Report of the 
Commissioners, Part II1., Translation of 
the Report of the Royal Commission on 
Norwegian Salmon Fisheries, 1896-8, 
and of a Treatise by Mr. Landmark on 
Hatcheries and the Rearing of Fry. 

19. Merchant Shipping (Mercantile 
Marine Fund Act, 1898 (Light Dues). 
Copy of Report of a Committee appointed 
by the Board of Trade to examine the 
claims and suggestions received for exemp- 
tion from Light Dues, or for alteration of 
the existing scale or rules. Part IL, 
Appendix. 

20. Railways (Continuous Brakes). 
Copy of Return by the Railway Companies 
of the United Kingdom on the progress 
made in the use of Continuous Brakes, 
etc., for the six months ending the 30th 
June, 1900. 

21. Crofter and Cottar Colonisation 
Scheme.—Copy of Eleventh Report of the 
Commissioners appointed to carry out a 
Scheme of Colonisation in the Dominion 
of Canada of Crofters and Cottars from the 
Western Highlands and Islands of Seot- 
land, with Appendices. 

22. Arsenical Poisoning.—Copy — of 
Report to the Local Government Board 
on recent Epidemic Arsenical Poisoning 
attributed to Beer, by Dr. George Seaton 
Buchanan. 

Ordered, That the said Papers do lie 
upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


AGRARIAN OUTRAGES (IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Return for the 
quarter ended 31st December, 1900 | by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 
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14. Military Hospitals in South Africa | 
(Royal Commission).—Copy of Appendix | 
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EVICTIONS (IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Return of Evictions 
in Ireland for the quarter ended 31st 
December, 1900 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION (JUDICIAL 


RENTS). 


Copy presented, of Return of Judicial 
tents fixed during the month of May, 
1900 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Return of Judicial 
Rents fixed during the month of June, 
1900 [by Command]: to le upon the 


Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) ACT, 
1898. 
Return presented, relative — thereto 
[ordered 2nd August, 1900 ; Mr. Maurice 
Healy|; to lie upon the Table. 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION 
(IRELAND). 

Time - table — of 

to lie 


Copy presented, ot 
Examinations for 1901 [by Act; 
upon the Table. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
ACT (IRELAND), 1877. 

Copy presented, of Order in Council 
giving effect to Rules of Court under the 
Supreme Court of Judicature Act (Ire- 
land), 1877 [by Act]; to lie upon the 


Table. 


Copy presented, of Order in) Council 
giving effect to a Rule of Court under the 
Supreme Court of Judicature Act (Ire- 
land), 1877 [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


AGRICULTURE AND TECHNICAL IN- 
STRUCTION (IRELAND) ACT, 1899 
(RULES). 

Copy presented, of Rules under Section 

3 of the Act [by Act]; to lie upon the 

Table. 


Copy presented, of Amended Rules for 
the Administration of Loans under the 
Sea and Coast Fisheries Fund (Ireland) 
Act, 1884 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1856. 
Copy presented, of Order made by 


the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of 
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ni 





71 Address in Answer to 


Trade, authorising the construction of a, 


Light Railway in the county of South- 
ampton from Whitchurch and Hurst- 
bourne Stations to Vernhams Dean 
(Bourne Valley Light Railway Order, 1900) 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 

Copy presented, of Order made by 
the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of a 
Light Railway in the county of South- 
ampton from Bishops Waltham to a junc- 
tion with the authorised Meon Valley 
Railway near Brock Bridge in the parish 
of Soberton (Bishops Waltham Light Rail- 
way Order, 1900) [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 

Copy presented, of Order made by 
the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of a 
Light Railway in the county of North- 
umberland between Gosforth and Ponte- 
land (Gosforth and Ponteland Light Rail- 
way Order, 1900) [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 

Copy presented, of Order made by 
the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of a 
Light Railway in the county of Gloucester 
between Wotton-under-Edge and Char- 
field (Wotton-under-Edge Light Railway 
Order, 1900) [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 

Copy presented, of Order made by 
the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of 
Light Railways in the parish and urban 
district of Rhyl, in the county of Flint, in 
extension of the Light Railway authorised 
by the Rhyl and Prestatyn Light Railway 
Order, 1900 (Rhyl and Prestatyn Light 
Railway (Extensions) Order, 1900) [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 

Copy presented, of Order made by 
the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of 
Light Railways in the county of Cam- 
bridge, in the parishes of Oakington, West- 
wick, and Cottenham (Oakington and 
Cottenham Light Railway Order, 1901) 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 

Copy presented, of Order made by 


the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
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confirmed by the Board of Trade, autho- 
rising the construction of a Light Railway 
in the county of Suffolk, from Long Mel- 
ford to Hadleigh (Long Melford and Had- 
leigh Light Railway Order, 1901) [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Order made by 
the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of 
Light Railways in the urban district of 
Sheerness and in the parish of Minster in 
Sheppey, in the rural district of Sheppey, 
in the county of Kent (Sheerness and 
District Light Railway Order, 1901) [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


EAST INDIA (LOANS RAISED IN 
INDIA). 
Copy presented, of Return of all 


Loans raised in India, chargeable on the 
Revenues of India, outstanding at the 
commencement of the half-year ending on 
the 30th September, 1900, ete. [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


| No. Ly 


PAPERS LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 

1. Lunaey.—Copy of Return to the 
Lord Chancellor of the number of Visits 
made and the number of Patients seen by 
the several Lunacy 
during the six months ending on the 31st 
December, 1900 [bv Act}. 

2. Supreme Court (Rules).—Copy ot 


Rules of the Supreme Court, dated 11th 


Commissioners 1n 


January, 1901. 
KINGS SPEECH. 
Mr. SPEAKER reported His Majesty's 
Speech, and read it to the House. 


ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HIS 
MAJESTY’S MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 


[First DAY'S DEBATE. ] 


*Mr. FORSTER (Kent, Sevenoaks) : 
[ will not address to the House that appeal 
which has grown almost to be customary 
on these occasions, because | have been a 
Member long enough to know that the 
House of Commons invariably extends 
to any one of its Members who is called 
upon for the first time to fill a position of 
responsibility the most generous measure 
of its kindest indulgence, and L am pain 

First Day. 
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fully aware that no one ever needed that 
kind indulgence more than myself on the 
present occasion. The House meets at a 
remarkable time. We are at the com- 
mencement of the first ordinary session of 
anew reign and of a new century, and the 
oceasion is further signalised by the fact 
that His Majesty the King has opened 
Parliament in person. | therefore feel it 
is all the more an honour to have been 
selected to move the Address on this ocea- 
sion, and, as | have just said. although | 
most deeply feel the honour. | am aware 
that Tam but ill-fitted for the task. 

[ suppose that there is not a Member of 
this House present to-day whose heart 1s 
not filled with two different but kindred 
emotions, grief and hope—griet that the 
great lady who for so many vears has ruled 
over us has been taken fron: us; and hope 
that our present Sovereign may be spared 
for Inany years to come to rule over a 
happy and contented people. 1 could not 
add one word to those two speeches which 
were delivered by my right hon. friend the 
Leader of the House and the right hon. 
Gentleman the Leader of the Opposition 
when Parliament met 
Those speeches were wort hy of the solernn 
occasion upon which they were delivered, 
and it is hardly possible to say much more. 
Perhaps, as Lam the first unotticial Member 
who has found an opportunity of address- 
ing the House, | might be allowed to 
perhaps the Members 


a short time ago. 


associate myself 
ot the House would allow me to associate 
them—with everything that fell from 
those two right hon. Gentlemen on that 
vecasion. | feel that never has any member 
ot this House given a vote which more 
fully, truly, and adequately represented 
the views of his constit uency than he gave 
upon that occasion. Since then we have 
hada remarkable proof of the respect and 
esteem in which our late Queen was held 
in every part of her Empire. but even 
nore striking than the solenm and sorrow- 
ing homage which was paid to her memory 
by all her own subjects has been the 
striking testimony that we have received 
trom all the world over of the admiration 
and veneration with which the Queen was 
regarded in every part of the world. Such 
iu gathering of the rulers and representa- 
tives of all foreign nations as that which 
recently assembled in this country at the 
funeral of Queen Victoria has seldom been 
seen, and amongst them there was one 
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whose presence the people of this country 
Difiiculties there 


have especially valued. 
may have been, and differences may yet 
arise between the German people and our- 
selves, but we shall not lightly forget the 
part which His Imperial Majesty the 
German Emperor has taken in the nation’s 


grief. His Majesty may have been ani- 
mated by personal and not political 


motives, but we value his presence and. 
his sympathy none the less. Family ties 
have ever been honoured in this country, 
and the presence of His Imperial Majesty 
appealed to the people of this country 
with a striking torce that we shall not 
readily forget. 1 do not for one moment 
wish to belittle the presence or sympathy 
of the rulers and representatives of the 
other nations. We value their presence 
and their sympathy, and we treasure their 
recollection. | cannot but think that 
such an assembly, upon sueh a solemn 
oceasion, may well do something to pro- 
mote a mutual understanding 
hetween the Powers of the world, and may 
do something to promote the cause of 
permanent If that is se, then 
Queen Victoria in death has crowned the 
work of her lite. We accept to the full 
the assurance which is conveyed to us in 
the gracious Speech from the Throne 
that His Majesty the King intends to 
follow in the footsteps of our late Sovereign. 
That assurance is accepted by every sub- 
ject of His Majesty in the knowledge 
that it is an absolutely genuine assurance. 
L cannot but think that it will be grateful 
to the King to know that all his subjects 
the world over not only offer hin. their 
loyal homage, but that they have a confi- 
dent and a sure and certain belief that 
he will be able to approach very closely 
the high ideal which was set by his revered 


Lor re 


peace, 


mother. 

In another part of the Speech reference 
is made to the Civil List, and His Majesty 
informs us that he hands those 
hereditary revenues which have been so 
handed over in the past. We shall, no 
doubt, on a subsequent occasion be called 
upon to make suitable provision for the 
maintenance of the honour and dignity 
of the Crown. | think we ought not to 
forget that the position of the Sovereign 
of the British Empire is not the least 
proud position amongst the Sovereigns 
of the world, and I believe that it will 
he entirely repugnant to the feelings of 


over 
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the people of this country if we approach 
the question of the Civil List 
gardly or parsimonious manner. 


in a nig- | 
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} 
| 
| 
| 


The Speech expresses regret—a regret | 
which the whole House will share—that | 
it has not yet been possible to bring to | 


a close the war in South Africa. We had 


all hoped that the policy which was so | 


clearly laid down by my right hon. friend 
the Colonial Secretary in a speech delivered 


in this House, I think early in December | 


last, and the Proclamations which were 
issued in various parts of South Africa, 
would have had a wider influence in the 
direction of peace than appears to have 
been the case. But if the Boers continue 
deat to the voice of reason, there is nothing 
left to us but to promote those warlike 
operations which are necessary with the 
utmost possible vigour. In Lord Kitchener 
the country knows that it has a commander 
of exceptional capacity. We know that 
his task is a task of extreme difficulty, 
and who is prepared to deny it? I think 
it must support and comfort him in his 
arduous undertaking to know that he 
retains the full confidence not only of the 
people of this country but also of this 
House. It is satisfactory to know that 
the reinfercements which Lord Siteh- 
ener has asked for are being and have been 
supplied with every possible rapidity, and 
the manner in which recruits are coming 
forward for the Yeomanry and other 
forces proves that the patriotic fervour 
which was so noticeable in the earlier 
stages of the war was no mere wave 
of emotional excitement or spasm of 
martial ardour. The call to arms will 
ever meet with an instant and generous 
response on the part of all the inhabi- 
tants of His Majesty's Empire. I think 
we may well be proud to know that the 


fighting value, the military capacity 
of our brave Volunteer forces is of 


the highest order. ‘This has been proved 
recently by the tributes paid to these 
forces by Lord Roberts in the despatches 
published last week, for he has given 
them great praise indeed. We cannot 
say, and time alone will show, to what 
extent it may be possible in the future to 


train and develop these forces which have | 


done such good work in the past. I think 
we may be certain of this, that neither 
my right hon. friend the Secretary of State 
for War nor Lord Roberts will forget those 
services when they are evolving some 
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scheme for increasing the efficiency of the: 
military forces of the country. 

Our minds and the minds of the people 
of this country have been so full of other 
topics recently that attention has been 
somewhat diverted from the difficult 
questions which are in course of settle- 
ment in China. We all remember with 
what breathless interest we watched the 
gallant defence of those who were be- 
sieged in the Legation, and how we re- 
joiced in the success of the combined 
forces of the Powers. We all remember 
well how we gloried in the part played in 
those operations by our Indian troops 
and by the Naval Brigade. It is 
very satisfactory to know that China 
has submitted to the demands made upon 
her by the Powers. In regard to the 
negotiations which are at present pro- 
ceeding, although they may appear to 
progress somewhat slowly, we can but 
remember that rapidity is not to be 
expected where you have negotiating, 
on the one hand the representatives 
of six different Powers, and on the other 
a nation so dilatory and = crafty as 
China. I think it is a remarkable thing 
that the concert of the Powers has been 
preserved so long and fully maintained in 
spite of so many difficulties. 

I think the House will be glad to see 
that such favourable mention has been 
made in the gracious Speech from the 
Throne of the campaign in Ashanti. — | 
have no doubt whatever that if the public 
mind had been less occupied with other 
topics, this campaign in Ashanti would 
have met with a far wider measure of popu- 
lar esteem, and would have received that 
amount of appreciation which it un- 
doubtedly deserves. The signal success 
which attended our arms in that campaign 
is none the less remarkable because the 
troops that were engaged were composed, 
I believe, entirely of those coloured subjects 
of the Crown whose indomitable courage 
is only equalled by their loyalty. I feel 
certain that Sir James Willeocks and _ his 
gallant comrades in arms will regard it as a 
proud honour to have received such favour- 
able mention in the King’s Speech. 

I have no doubt whatever that the House 
and the country will be prepared for some 
material inerease in the Estimates, and that 


ithey will not grudge the money which is 


‘necessary to maintain our military forces 


level of strength and 


First Dey. 


upon a proper 
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efficiency. Our Navy must be main- 
tained; as to that I think there can be 
no question. As for the Army, I think the 
House and the country will see with satis- 
faction that special mention has been 
made of the important topie which has 
for months past attracted so much atten- 
tion and interest. I mean, of course, Army 
reform. There is no reason whatever to 
doubt the intentions of the Government 
and of my right hon. friend the Secretary 
of State for War or of Lord Roberts to 
undertake that great and important ques- 
tion in the most serious spirit. We have 
not the slightest ground for doubting 
that. Of course, it would be impossible 
either in the Speech from the Throne or 
for me to indicate what measures will be 
proposed, They will, no doubt, be ex- 
plained at the proper time by my right 
hon. friend the Secretary of State for 
War, and under the circumstances, I do 
not think that the House will be surprised 
to find that the legislative proposals of the 
Government are not of a particularly am- 
hitious character. [Opposition laughter. | 
What would be the use of putting into the 
Speech from the Throne a large number 
of measures of the first importance when 
everyone knows that the greater part of 
this Session must necessarily be taken up by 
the consideration of Supply, the Civil List, 
and Army reform? I consider that it is 
only businesslike on the part of His 
Majesty's Government to have adopted 
this course in regard to the question of 
proposed legislation. 

I teel that I have trespassed too long 
upon the time of the House already, and I 
wish to offer to the House with all sincerity 
my very grateful thanks for the kindness 
and indulgence which they have shown 
to me. 


*sik ANDREW AGNEW (Edinburgh, 
S.): I beg to second the motion 
which has been so ably proposed by 
my hon. friend. We all feel that with 
anew reign and a new century we have 
entered upon a new and distinct stage in 


our history. We have every expec- 
tation, however, that the blessings 


of the late reign will be continued, and 
that the great improvement in the 
country which marked Her late Ma- 
jesty’s reign will be maintained and 
increased. So faras His Majesty the 
King can promote this we know that 


Mr. Forster, 
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it will be done. We had the assurance 
given to Parliament to-day and in more 
than one message to his people, that 
His Majesty intends to follow in the foot- 
steps of the late Queen in everything 
that can advance the welfare of the Em- 
pire. With such an ideal before him we 
may be confident that he will not only 
prove himself a worthy successor of the 
Sovereign whom we have just lost, but 
that he will establish himself in the hearts 
of his subjects as firmly as his revered 
predecessor did. 

Sir, it is a matter of congratulation 
that, in spite of his recent bereavement, 
His Majesty the King has been able to 
come down and open Parliament himself 
and to deliver in person the gracious 
Speech to which it is now my duty to 
reply. We could have wished that in that 
speech he had been able to tell us of the 
conclusion of the war in South Africa. 
We had all hoped that the war would have 
been over by now. Weare all disappointed 
that it is still dragging on ; but in spite of 
the disappointment, there is no change 
in the spirit of the people of the country 
or in the determination of His Majesty's 
Ministers, and they are both resolved 
that this war shall be carried on until 
our object has been attained. The dith- 
culties have proved even greater than 
were expected, but our efforts must 
consequently be greater, and the announce- 
ment made a few days ago that 30,000 
fresh mounted troops are t) be sent out 
to Lord Kitchener has met with universal 
approval. And we may earnestly echo 
the hope whichis expressed in His Majesty s 
Speech that the measures taken by the 
Commander-in-Chief in South Africa will 
enable his troops to deal effectually with 
the forces by which they are still opposed. 
Sir, the war would very likely have been 
over by now if it had not been for 
the false stories and false hopes 
circulated amongst the men in South 
Africa who are in arms against us, but 
who have had no means of ascertaining 
the truth, and who have therefore been 
induced to continue fighting in the ex- 
pectation of wearing out our armies or ot 
regaining their independence through the 
intervention of foreign Powers. If they 
had known the real facts, and if they 
knew the real terms offered to them we 
can hardly doubt that large numbers ot 
them, at any rate, would have been pre- 
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pared to lay down their arms. Every- 


body in this country, excepting a very 
small party, admits that we cannot restore 
the independence of the Transvaal or of 
the Orange River Colony; but short of 
independence, the Government have al- 
ways wished to, and expressed their 
intention of granting the Boers every- 
thing that could be asked for, the fullest 


measure of — self-government as soon 
as they can be trusted with it, and 


liberty to every man to return in peace 
to his own farm. These terms 
been accepted by large numbers of Boers 
who have surrendered, and I believe a 
very large number more would have 
accepted them had their nature been 
fully realised by them. But we know 
the reception which has been given 
by leaders like De Wet to anyone 
who dares to explain the conditions 
ot peace to his fellow - countrymen. 
There is therefore no choice left to 
us but to continue the war; and since 
the war is to be continued we desire to see 
it carried on with vigour, and I am sure 
that the House will support His Majesty's 
Ministers in any measures necessary for 
that purpose. There is one feature of 
the war which | think we shall always 
look back upon with satisfaction, and that 
is the humanity with which it has been 
conducted. [Hon. Mempers on_ Irish 
Benches: What about the women and 
children ?] There has been nothing done 
on our side to make it more difficult for 
Briton and Boer to settle down side by 
side in peace and tranquillity. No doubt 
there have been stories told of atrocities 
committed by our officers and men, 
but whenever these stories have been 
investigated they have turned out to be 
calumnies. We have not only the testi- 
mony of Lord Roberts that the bravery 
of our troops in the field was only equalled 
by their humanity and generosity to 
the people of the occupied States, but 
we have the admission of those who 
fought against us that our soldiers in 
South Africa have shown that war 
instead of brutalising men may ennoble 
them. ‘he principal lesson we have no 
doubt learned from the war is the fact that 
reforms are necessary to make our Army 
as efficient as we would wish it to be. 
This subject has already been alluded | 
to by my hon. friend, and I can only add | 
one word in behalf of the Volunteers. | 
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I hope personally, that when a scheme is 
formed for reorganising the Army, the 
Volunteers may occupy a more important 
and definite place than they have hitherto 
done. If there had been any doubt as to 
what kind of soldiers our Volunteers 
would make, that doubt must have been 
entirely dispelled by the services rendered 
by the Volunteers in South Atrica— 
whether infantry, mounted infantry, 
cavalry orartillery. They have shown that 
with a very short training they are the 
very best of soldiers. This country is not 
prepared for conscriptien ; I do not believe 
it would agree to any measure of con- 
scription until every other means had 
been tried and failed; but I believe that 
the Volunteers could be increased, and 
, now is the time fordoing it. There never 
was a more favourable opportunity in 
the country than at the present moment, 
there never was a time when people were 
so ready to admit that it is the duty of 
every citizen to take his share in the 
defence of the country, and therefore | 
believe that with a little encouragement 
and assistance the Volunteers could be 
increased, and if organised they might 
be made a most efficient force, which 
might in fact be relied upon to take a 
principal part in the defence of these 
shores if ever they should be threatened 
with invasion. 

[ now turn to the paragraph in the 
King’s Speech which announces that the 
visit of the Duke and Duchess of Cornwall 
and York to Australia to open the First 
Parliament of the New Commonwealth 
is not to be abandoned. That announce- 
ment, | am sure, will be received with 
great satisfaction by this House and the 
country as well as by Australia. The 
visit is due in the first instance to the 
greatness of the occasion, but is due also 
to the fact that the King has felt, as Her 
late Majesty felt, that the visit would be 
a gracious acknowledgment of the loyal 
help given us by our self-governing 
colonies in the war in South Africa, and 
the visit is therefore to be extended to 
New Zealand and Canada. ‘There can 
be no doubt of the cordial reception 
their Royal Highnesses will meet with 
in Australia, and though under the 


altered circumstances the occasion may 


be shorn of some of its outward rejoicing, 
it will lose none of its deep interest 
and significance. The experiment which 


/ rst ‘i May. 
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Australia is making is one full of promise. 
In union countries 
strength and their success. This was so in 
Canada, and now it will be with Australia. 
The various colonies have noticed that 
separate Parliaments with separate policies 
act as an encouragement be jealousies 
that with 


and a hindrance to trade; and 
one Parliament and one policy they will 
have much greater strength for defence 


and more efficiency for developing the 
resources of their vast continent. Since 
the strength of the mother country 
increases with the strength of her loyal 
the Empire the new 
departure which the Heir to the Throne 
is to be permitted to inaugurate. Closely 
connected with this is the subject of a 
Court of Final Appeal. The right to 
claim redress from the Throne is a power- 
ful link binding in obedience to a common 
authority. I can only say that with the 
large expansion of the Empire there has 
heen a large increase in the appei als to 
the Privy Council, and with that increase 
of business it is natural that there would 
he a feeling that that Court should be 
strengthened. It has long been felt that 
when the oceasion came for strengthening 
it there should be that alteration in its 
Constitution foreshadowed re- 
spect in the King’s gracious Speech. | 
am sure that this House will be prepared 
to aid His Majesty’s Ministers in setting 
up a Court so strong and representative 
as to win the confidence of the people of 
all parts of the Empire. 

There is only one other topic in the 
Speech to which I wish to refer in a few 
words—I mean the provision for the 
Civil List. I am certain that the House 
will deal with this matter in no grudging 
spirit, but will be anxious to make the 
provision adequate to the honour and 
dignity of the Crown. We must remember 
that two generations have passed since the 
last settlement of the Civil List was made, 
and that what was adequate sixty-two 
years ago may not be quite adequate now. 
Many things have happened during these 
vears. The Empire to-day is a different 
Kmpire from that to which Her late 
Majesty succeeded in 1837: and that is 
true not only in regard to its extent but 
to the position it occupies in the world. 
The people of this country fully realise 
the fact, and will not hesitate to approve 
any settlement of the Civil List which 


gains by 


sOnS, 


some 


Sir Andrew Agnew. 


{COMMONS} 


nowadays find their | 


the King’s Speech. 82 


will enable the Sovereign of the Empire 
to fill his position with the dignity which 
is becoming. 

1 will not detain the House further, 
but only thank hon. Members for the 
indulgent way in which they have listened 
to one who has had the honour of address- 
ing them to-day for the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That an humble Address be presented 
to His Majesty, as followeth : 


“ Vost Gracious Novereiqn, 


“We, Your Majesty's most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, 
in Parliament assembled, leave to 
offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty 
for the Gracious Speech which Your 
Majesty has both Houses 
of Parliament.” Forster.) 


beg 


addressed to 


(Vr. 


*Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Mr. Speaker, the 


House of Commons has already had an 
opportunity of giving solemn expression 
to its loyal attachment to the Crown, 
and to the high hopes with which we all 
of us greet the accession of the King to 
the throne. That declaration was made, 
Sir, as you at the time announced, nemine 
contradicente ; and the sincerity and fer- 
vour with which we made it was not in 
any degree diminished, nay, was greatly 
increased, from the fact that the sentiment 
to which we were giving utterance was 
mingled, in its essence as well as in rela- 
tion of time, with the profoundest sorrow 
over the loss to our country and to the 
world of our revered and beloved Sovereign 
Queen Victoria. To-day, with the gracious 
Speech from the Throne and the splendid 
ceremonial by which the delivery of the 
Speech was accompanied, the new reign 
has been publicly opened. What more 
can we of the faithful Commons do than 
again tender our humble duty to the King 
and Queen, with many a wish and many 
a prayer that their reign may be long, and 
happy, and beneficent ? The hon. Mem- 
bers who have been entrusted with the 
task of submitting the Address for the 
approval of the House have discharged 
their duty, I am sure we shall agree, in 
an admirable manner. | would especially 
say this of the hon. Member who moved 
the Address : that, as we are told the world 
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knows nothing of its greatest men, the 
House of Commons often discovers i: 
some dumb and unobtrusive Member 
one perfectly capable of taking a_pro- 
minent part in its debates ; and the hon. 
Member displayed that capacity not only 
in his powerful eloquence, but also, to no 
small degree, in the manner, which | 
could not but admire, in which he ex- 
tenuated and accounted for the somewhat 
poverty-stricken programme which the 
Government had put before us. These 
years of two sessions furnish in a double 
degree to hon. Gentlemen opposite oppor- 
tunities of distinguishing themselves in 
this manner, and we note with satisfaction 
that there is no apparent lack of duly 
qualified persons capable of discharging 
the duty. If L were confidential to the 
House, I might say I find the stock of 
complimentary adjectives at the disposal 
wt the Leader of the Opposition, who is 
expected to express the approval and 
admiration of the House, almost exhausted, 
for it would never do to repeat in Feb 
ruary a phrase which had done duty in 
December. All I can say to the two hon. 
Members, therefore, is that, from its ex- 
perience of them to-night, the House 
will hear them gladly, provided always 
(because T must put some limit to my 
invitation) that they exercise their privi- 
leges with reasonable rarity and, above 
all, cultivate that Parliamentary virtue 
of apparent reluctance to engage in debate 

it need not be more than apparent— 
which more than anything commends 
to the House of Commons the individual 
Member. 

Now, the hon. Members have referred 
toa good many topies which are included 
in the Address; but there is one sub- 
ject, above all, which weighs upon our 
thoughts, and it is upon that chiefly that 
I shall make some observations. It is 
a dismal, one feels it is almost an un- 
gracious, thing to call away our attention 


from the themes of joyful anticipation | 


which this day and its events suggest 
to the heavy cloud which hangs at this 
moment over our country and Empire. 
But it is a plain duty to do so, and we 
must not shrink from it. 
words of exaggeration when I spoke of 
a heavy cloud. What should we gain 
by blinking the truth or shutting our 
eyes, even if it were possible for us to do 


it, to the true gravity and urgency of 


(14 Fepr 


I did not use | 
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‘the situation in South Africa?) We may 
indeed appeal to our countrymen as 7asst 
qrariora. These are perhaps not, in one 

the darkest hours; and there is 

little in the military cireumstances of this 
month of February, 1901, to recall any- 
thing of the consternation and alarm 
which prevailed in many quarters among 
us in the critical weeks of last winter. Yet 
[ aim not sure that many thinking men 
do not stand even in a greater degree 
aghast at this present moment, when 
they contemplate the military necessi- 
ties with which our gallant officers and 
soldiers in the field are confronted, and, 
beyond the military necessities, when they 
see that those military difficulties extend 
and run into and lead up to political 
issues of the supremest gravity, going 
far into the future. It is my desire, if 
the House will allow ime, earnestly to 
invite hon Members to face the facts of 
the hour, to put aside our individual 
prejudices, to forget our old controversies, 
to consider things as thev stand, and, as 
it were, to rub our eyes and clear our 
vision. We all accept the war as a fact, 
and the House of Commons has shown 
from the first an extraordinary, I would 
say unprecedented, facility of disposition 
in voting all the supplies that are required 


for it. 


sense, 


On this footing, then, let us see 
how we stand. What are the objects 
that we have in view in this. war? 
Well, the first and the most impor- 
tant object in any war is, as | take it, 
the conclusion of peace—that is to say, 
the successful termination of hostilities, 
the vindication by arms of the King’s 
authority, the restoration, as I have said, 
of peace, and the cessation of bloodshed. 
I invite the House of Commons to con- 
sider how this object, in which I am sure 
we all agree, has fared during the last two 
or three months. At the General Election 
the country was told that the war was 
over. I see that it is now spoken of as 
being “not yet entirely terminated.” [| 
am not going to revive the history—let me 
use the pleasantest epithet I can find and 
say the unseemly history—of the recent 
election, in which the Government sought 
to make capital for themselves out of the 
deeds, the prowess, and the successes of our 
Army, and in which they also sought to 
palm off as entirely finished a war for the 
_ further prosecution of which they are now 


First Day. 
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sending 30,000 fresh troops to South 
Africa. Was this intimation of the end- 
ing of the war a ludicrous miscalculation 
or was it a scandalous misrepresentation ! 
One or the other undoubtedly it was. | 
am perfectly content to give right hon. 
(sentlemen the benefit of the former alter- 
native. And that more amiable alternative 
commends itself to the Parliamentary judg- 
ment, because of all our favourite argu- 
ments that which we always consider the 
strongest is that of precedent ; and, as it 
would be altogether without precedent if 
the Government in the course of this war 
were to publish any prognostication which 
did not turn out to be all wrong, so, also, 
the fact that this estimate of the position 
was hopelessly wrong does not prove at all 
that they did not seriously entertain it. 
At all events, Sir, they completely misled 
the country on this matter. [An Hon. 
Member: No.| Then the war did end in 
October last? They misled the country 
at a time when they were seeking constitu- 


tionally the judgment of the country. ! 
‘Frenchmen in Spain for five years losing 


For, whereas. in October, we are told that 
this was the situation, that the campaign 
was ended, that there would be nothing 
before us but certain marauding bands 
which would be mischievous and trouble- 
some, but might be easily dealt with, and 
that the time had arrived when the greater 
generals might home, and the 
City of London Volunteers might come 
home, and the Household Cavalry, and all 
the illustrious personages who had been 
stuck about South Africa—while this was 
said in October. in November suummonses 
were issued to bring Parliament together 
for the purpose of voting 16 millions 
sterling for the further prosecution of the 
war. We all remember the speech in 
which the Seeretary for War introduced 
that Vote of 16 millions. Those who were 
of one way of thinking, including myself, 
said it was frank and manly ; those of the 
other way of thinking said it was dismal, 
dispiriting. and discouraging. He attri- 
buted the error as to the ending of the war 
to the misjudgment of the generals on the 
He said— 

“Those on the spot thought the collapse of 
the Boer army would lead to the submission 
of the Boer leaders.” 





come 


spot. 


So that the position of our 
generals is this—and I think the House 
may extend some commiseration to them 


Sir H. Comphell-Dannerinan. 
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—that whenever they accomplish sue- 
cesses those successes are to be legiti- 
mately employed for the purpose of 
swelling the support at the polls of the 
Administration ; but when mistakes are 
made by the Administration at home 
those mistakes, and the reasons for them, 
are to be assigned to the blunders of the 
generals on the spot. The right hon. 
Gentleman went on to Say we were how 
having to encounter only guerilla wartare. 
There, at least, is an estimate which we 
can bring to the test. Has anything ever 
occurred in history less like guerilla war- 
fare than that which we have seen during 
the last few months! When large forces, 
stated in our despatches to number five, 
or seven, or eight thousand men, well led 
and fully equipped, separated from each 
other by leagues and leagues of distance, 
have been all operating in obvious concert, 
is that to be called guerilla warfare! I? 
this is indeed guerilla warfare, what a 
picture the right hon. Gentleman drew 
of it! We have not forgotten the 400.000 


in an ineffectual struggle more heavily 
than their countrymen did in the Moscow 
campaign, or the 227,000 Spaniards who, 
for three years in Cuba, ineffectually 
endeavoured to keep at bay 30,000 men, 
none of them useful as soldiers. Why, 
Sir, out of bitter comes forth sweet. and 
from the speech of the right hon. Gentle- 
man we have at least been able to derive 
this advantage: that the making of that 
speech by the Minister principally con- 
cerned has at last put an end, surely for 
ever, to the silly slander by which those 
of us who have endeavoured independently 
to criticise the war and the actions of the 
Government have been assailed again and 
again—namely, that by a casual word 
here and there, by our action in this case 
and that, we have given encouragement 
and inspiration to our enemies. If the 
Government were optimistic and trium- 
phant in October and chastened and apolo- 
getic in December. how does their revised 
estimate bear investigation now? The 
right hon. Gentleman said he believed we 
were reaching a climax, and he said— 

‘Before this House meets in February I 
trust we may be able at all events to give a 
much more satisfactory assurance than we 
are In a position to give now.” 


So pleased was the Colonial Secretary with 


this view taken by his colleague that, if 
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| remember rightly, he did not exactly 
promise, but expressed a lively expectation 
that by the month of February he would 
be ready with his civil administration. 
Now these were not mere words or padding 
introduced into the Speech which ought 
not, perhaps, to be too closely examined, 
but this was the opinion deliberately 
expressed to the House of Commons with 
a view to inducing the House of Commons 
to grant the £16,000,000 he was asking 
for. Upon what special grounds did he 
entertain that hopeful view 2?) What» was 
the information on which he founded the 
expectation he expressed? It has 
tainly not been justified by the event. 
What we have seen since has been this 


cer- 


-the invasion of Cape Colony — by 
large bands of men who have got to 


no very great distance from the capital 
itsel/—indeed, a considerable part — of 
Cape Colony may be said to be in the 
occupation of these invading bands. They 
are certainly the dominating military 
force in the positions they hold. The 
occupation of the two belligerent States 
has practically been abandoned except so 
far as the railways, the larger towns, and 
certain fortified posts are coneerned. The 
duties imposed upon our brave soldiers 
of all ranks and branches of the service 
in these circumstances have been wearing, 
harassing, and often most perilous. But 
they have been performed with a patience, 
courage, and constancy which excite our 
admiration and deserve our warmest 
gratitude. As to the generals, for my 
part, following these occurrences closely, 
as I try to do, [ see no reason whatever to 
withhold the fullest confidence from our 
generals in the field, who appear to me 
to be perfectly qualified to take advantage 
of every chance of successful action which 
presents itself. But the area is vast, the 
country is difficult, the climate is trying, 
the line of communications is intermin- 
able. And here let me refer to the curious 
expression made use of in the King’s 
Speech, where it says that the enemy's 
lines of communication are in our posses- 
sion. I always thought our great difti- 
culty was in defending our own lines 
of communication, and I was unaware 
that the Boers troubled themselves about 
lines of communication in a country in 
which they are everywhere at home. 
Disease, as we had every reason to antici- 


{14 Fepruary 1901} 


the Ning’s Speech. R& 


of our countrymen. On the other hand, 
the enemy in the field is inured to the 
hardships of the lite; he is well equipped, 
ubiquitous, knows the country, is at 
home in it, and evidently receives from 
the civil inhabitants, white and coloured, 
a great deal of assistance which is denied 
to us. These circumstances, Sir, present 
the most formidable difficulty before us at 
the present moment ; but neither here nor 
in South Africa is there the slightest idea 
of flinching from it. The question agi- 
tating many minds among us is rather 
this—whether the Government at home 
adequately realise and are making adequate 
provision for it, and there is nothing to 
show that it is adequately realised. The 
second thing which agitates the minds of 
men is doubt whether the political conduct 
of the war, as apart from the purely mili- 
tary operations, has been such as to con- 
duce to that early honourable settlement 
which it is the main desire of us all to 
secure. For a long time surely it has 
been evident that our forces on the spot 
were insufficient. Can it be that the last 
men in the country to wake up to that 
fact are precisely those who ought to have 
seen it first—namely, His Majesty’s 
Government ! Would they not have been 
better employed, when they were going 
about the country pushing their party 
interests among the constituencies, or 
were here talking to us of a finished 
campaign and mere guerilla warfare, 
if they had been training and_pre- 
paring the reinforcements which were: 
required ? Was peace likely to be secured, 
nay, was justice being done to the efforts 
and sufferings of our gallant soldiers, 
by the course of fumbling and dribbling 
and drifting of which we have been for 
many weeks the spectators? Is it true— 
we shall, no doubt, be informed—that 
Lord Kitchener many weeks ago asked for 
larger reinforcements ? Were those rein- 
forcements at once given, and if not, why 
were they not? And yet it is only now,. 
when Parliament was about to meet, 
that you set yourselves to scramble to- 
gether a nondescript force of heterogeneous 
elements, derived from various sources, 
serving under various terms of service, 
and receiving most disproportionate terms 
of pay, and some of them,.so far as I can 
,see, already required and employed as 
police, but counted over again as rein- 


pate, has wrought havoe among the ranks | foreements for the purpose of swelling: 
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this apparent force of 30,000 men. After | compelled them to give orders for and to 


all, this new force is not likely to be in 
the field of action in a state of efficiency 
for two or three months, and by that 
time who can tell what heavy losses, at 
the present rate, may be inflicted on our 
army in South Africa by the bullet of 
the enemy or the still more formidable 
scourge of fever and disease? Let the 
Government understand this: that there 
is no reluctance on the part of the 
House and country to 


of troops as shall suffice to clear the 
colony of invaders and_ restore the 
superiority of our arms, if indeed it has 
been at all invalidated ; but that is not all 
that is required to be done. When this 
is accomplished, or evidently on the eve 
of accomplishment, then will be the 
moment, if it does not come sooner, for 
.addressing to the peoples of the two States 
a declaration of such terms of settlement as, 


while securing for the Empire all that we | 


have been contending for, may assuage 
their fears, save their dignity, restore their 
personal rights, and thus induce them to 
Jay down their arms. Why was this not 
done long ago 
ago how many lives, how much suffering, 
how much devastation, how much ruin 
to innocent persons would have been 
saved! Take, for instance, such an 
opportunity as the occupation of Pretoria. 
Surely the occupation of Pretoria was not 
an unexpected event ? 
not the general who effected it fortified by 
the direct instructions of the Government 
at home authorising him to declare terms 


of settlement to the Government. still 
in existence in the Transvaal? No: 
unconditional surrender was our first 


and last word. Then began that era 
of punitive burnings and confiscations 


which we cannot recall with pleasure, | 


and which, so far as my observation 
has gone—and | have talked with 
many men who have been out in South 
Africa, as well as with many who have 
remained at home—are now universally 
regarded as having been a mischievous 
error in policy. 
and I repeat the declaration now, that I 
have never given credence to the stories 
of wanton cruelty on the part of British 
soldiers ; but the whole proceedings were 


cruel, the whole method was cruel, and | 


officers and men whose military duties 


Sir IT. Campbell-Bannerinan. 


continue to | 
support the despatch of such numbers | 


) If it had been done long | 


Why, then, was | 
| brave 
‘is your enemy, when you subject his 


I declared in December, | 


“execute those acts loathed the work they 
| were engaged upon. We are still without 
linformation as to the extent of these 
| punitive operations. I remember in 
| December, in the middle of a speech, the 
| Colonial Secretary said Lord Kitchener 
| had been directed to furnish full particu- 
‘lars, and I trust that they will be fur- 
/nished to the House of Commons, that 
| we may know what really has been done. 
This policy of devastation appears to have 
been put an end to, to have been aban- 
doned altogether, whether in consequence 
of debates in this House or because of 
other reasons | cannot say, but the evil 
it did lives after it. 

I am looking at these events at present 
from the point of view of our universal 
desire to bring the war to a conclusion upon 
terms consistent with success, with honour, 
and with prosperity and safety in the 
future, at as early a date as possible, so as 
to save suffering all round. Can anyone 
estimate how much the duration of the 
war has been extended by these so-called 
strong measures? And with regard to 
| these strong measures let me say this—that 
Iam not aware that any member of the 
Government has ever advocated them, or 
even strongly defended them, but they 
‘have been demanded and exulted in by 
‘leading organs of the press which sup- 
port, and sometimes speak as if they in- 
spired and directed, the policy of the Govern- 
ment. When you destroy the home of a 
and resolute enemy because he 





family to privation and the risk of starva- 
tion, when you confiscate his property, 
what effect can this have but to drive 
him to desperation, to embitter his feel- 
ing of hostility, and, above all, to scare 
him away from the idea of a settlement ! 
If, on the other hand, it is your intention 
and desire—and I am satisfied it is the 
desire of the people of this country—to 
restore him to his old home, to enable 
him to resume his old life, to invest 
him with his old civil privileges, to pre- 
serve his peculiar and familiar laws and 
customs, to give him, for instance, the 
independence enjoyed by a citizen of one 
of the States of the Australian Common- 
wealth, and to recognise the dignity and 
sentiment of the community to which he 
belongs—if such is your intention and 
desire, then why, in Heaven's name, do 
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you not announce this openly ? While, 
therefore, [ approve and support the de- 
spatch of any reinforcements which may 
be required for military operations at the 
Cape, | would strongly urge, as a solvent 
even more effective than military force, 
that distinct proposals for terms of settle- 
ment should at the same time be made. 
IT am not afraid of using the mailed fist, 
but let the hand that is not mailed hold 
out the olive branch. 

| have been looking at the question 
hitherto only from the point of view of 
cessation of war and restoration of peace, 
but this is after all, although most impor- 
tant, a narrow and ephemeral object, and 
there is a wider. a greater object beyond. 
What is this principal and permanent 
object in all our South African policy 
whether in war or in peace? Here, 
again, I hope I may command the 
assent of hon. Gentlemen on the other 
side when I say it is to preserve and 
strengthen the British Imperial power 
in South Africa, and this not only for 
our own greater glory, but because we 
conscientiously and honestly believe it 
will be the best guarantee for good govern- 
ment and the prosperity and tranquillity 
of the country. That, surely, is the main 
end we ought always to look to and keep 
in view, and anyact of policy in peaceor war 
which does not conduce to that end, stands 
in itself condemned. Now let me carry 
hon. Members a little step further. This 
predominant British authority which we 
are all anxious to maintain, if it isto have 
any real life and value, must rest on the free 
will and assent of the people. We hear it 
glibly said, “Oh, when these troubles are 
over we shall, to deal with any slumbering 
discontent, at least maintain garrisons 
numbering 20,000, 30,000, or 40,000 men, 
and in that way we shall get over all our 
troubles,” and men shrug their shoulders 
and shake their heads over the strain 
and tax this would bring on the resources 
of the country. But, Sir, such a solution 
is impossible ; it is simply unthinkable. 
A predominance so upheld over men of 
European race would be no strength or 
glory to our Empire ; it would bea weak- | 
ness, a discredit, and a shame upon the very 
name of Briton. Federated States, if you 
like, free colonies if you like, but a depen- 
deney never. With our instincts, our tradi- 
tions, our pretensions, if we were to attempt 
to maintain our authority in South Africa 
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by force over men of European race 
we should be condemned throughout the 
world as a nation of hypocrites, and the 
best that our friends could say of us would 
be that we were so blinded by our pre- 
judices that we did not realisethe hypocrisy 


we practised. These are elementary 
truths. It has been the guiding prin- 


ciple of our wisest statesmen, upheld by 
the judgment of our acutest critics, that 
a fundamental condition of success in 
South Africa is the recognition of 
Dutch opinion, that race being in a clear 
and inevitably increasing majority. This 
has been the policy pursued not merely for 
the sake of convenience, not that we might 
have less trouble and to make things work 
more easily, but because it was a necessity 
of common sense. It was the policy of 
Sir G. Grey and of Sir Hercules Robin- 
son, and approved by such ardent devotees 
of Imperial Britain as Mr. Froude and Lord 
Randolph Churchill. If you are to hold 
South Africa you must win the confi- 
dence and goodwill of the Dutch com- 
munity—not, of course, to the neglect of 
our own. You must secure the confi- 
dence and goodwill of the Dutch com- 
munity, in which, of course, is included 


our own colonies as of even greater 
importance than the two belligerent 
States. Let there be no ascendency 


of one race over the other, but accept— 
for it must be accepted—this fundamental 
and vital fact, that the British authority, 
although supreme, must make _ itself 
agreeable and acceptable to Dutch feeling. 
That is all I ask the House to agree to ; 
and if you cannot make it in this way 
agreeable, then it is time that the truth 
should be freely stated—that not all the 
wealth in your Treasury, not all the 
troops in your Army, not all the nerve 
and skill of your administrators and 
governors will serve to keep your South 
African Empire. 

In view of these facts and doctrines, 
what judgment are we to pass on the 
events of the last six or eight weeks? All 
the considerations that I dealt with some 
time ago, on the narrower question of 
the duration of the war, come in with full 
force here again. Every exasperating 
act that has been committed, every week 
of unnecessary hostilities is a crime against 
conciliation, and therefore a crime against 
the ultimate maintenance of solid british 
And if I appeal to the Govern- 
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ment and to the House of Commons to 
take such steps as can alone lead to a 
stable and peaceful future, I do so in the 
name of high Imperial policy, and in the 
name of the British supremacy which 
you yourselves wish to maintain. We 
shall be told that there are stupendous 
difficulties ; no doubt, but statesmen are 
appointed to overcome difficulties, and 
not to be overcome by them. We shall be 
told there are no Governments to which 
to address yourselves. Whose fault is 
that ? By your own rashness you have 
obliterated the Governments. We know 
that it was always a maxim of Prince 
Bismarck —no_ puling  sentimentalist— 
that it was the first necessity always 
to maintain in being a Government 
by dealing with which you could con- 
duct negotiations. But if you have no 
Government, you have generals. Sir 
Redvers Buller had no difficulty in 
finding means of communication with 
General Christian Botha—one of the 
most significant and interesting passages 
in the whole of the Blue-book recently 
issued. Sir Redvers Buller had an inter- 
view with him, which was of no effect 
because the door was slammed in their 
face. But no one can read the passage 
without seeing how ripe the ground was 
then for the seed of peace. The Colonial 
Secretary, in his speech in the month of 
December, which was received with relief 
und gratification by everyone, said that 
nothing would be wanting on the part of 
the Government to convey the humane 
and peaceful intentions of the Govern- 
ment. Now, this has been done effec- 
tually 2? What has happened is this: 
Lord Kitchener, no doubt under direc- 
tions, called a meeting together of certain 
burghers and explained to them in a 
vague way the generally humane and 
reasonable intentionswhich hewas directed 
tocommunicate. Hefounded thesenegotia- 
tions on a peculiar ground, because he said 
no doubt they had read the speech of Mr. 
Chamberlain in the House of Commons. 
Now, that rather confirms me in the 
belief that all this was done by instruc- 
tions from home, because no one, I think, 
on the spot would have thought of at- 
tributing such knowledge to them in that 
manner. 


THe SECRETARY or 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. 


Sir [. Camphell-Banneriman, 


STATE For 
CHAMBERLAIN, 
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Birmingham, W.): Let me tell the right 
hon. Gentleman that Lord Kitchener’s 
speech was made without any instructions. 


*Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I was going to remark that there were: 
obviously two possibilities which were 
disregarded. in making such a statement 
to these burghers. The one was that 
these unlettered and rude Boers had 
never heard of this speech, and it is just 
possible they may not have heard of the 
House of Commons, or even of Mr. Cham- 
berlain. But there is another possibility, 
which is even more fatal—that they have 
heard of other speeches—that, instead of 
being too ill-informed, may have been 
too well-informed. They may have had. 
in their minds the speech of the Prime 
Minister when he said that at the end ot 
all these hostilities ‘‘ no shred of independ- 
ence” would be left to them, and 
the other speech in which the Prime 
Minister again said that it would be years, 
and probably generations, before self- 
government could be given to them. 
Now, those speeches came from even 
higher authority ; and when the con- 
dition of mind that would be created 
in them is merely subjected. to the benefi- 
cent influence of the vague generalities 
of Lord Kitchener it is not wonderful 
that the result was not great. What 
happened upon that? Emissaries were: 
sent to the camps of the Boers, those 
emissaries were detected, they were ill- 
treated, some of them were shot, an 
incident not without precedent in other 
nations and in other armies than that of 
the Boers. [I have not a word to urge 
in extenuation, whoever committed it, 
of a gross piece of cruelty such as this. 
But, after all, was it a very well-advised 
step to have taken, and was it a very safe 
or a very hopetul enterprise to have sent 
men upon to an armed camp as emis- 
saries to endeavour to detach the rank 
and file in it from their allegiance to 
their commander? No, [| do not 
think these were methods from which 
good results could be obtained. What- 
ever was done should have been done 
openly. The difficulty of communicating 
with the people and getting their ear 
is no doubt partly due to the well-known 
obstinacy which is characteristic of their 
race, but it has been largely created 
by our own declarations allowing nothing: 
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but unconditional surrender. Let it 
clearly appear that we are animated 
by a more generous and reasonable spirit, 
and the difficulty of communication 
will in a great measure disappear. In 
this, as in most other cases, where there 
is a will there is a way. There are many 
facts disclosed to us, by our daily observa- 
tion, by the despatches that have at 
last been published, and by the Report of 
the Commission on the hospitals ; there 
are many things on which much will be 
said, no doubt, and they will be keenly 
debated in this House. I suppose also 
that they will be the subject soon of that 
general public inquiry which the Govern- 
ment have explicitly promised into all the 
circumstances of the war. And I would 
ask by the way, in passing, whether the 
right hon. Gentleman can give us any 
information as to the time and manner 
in which that inquiry will be conducted. 

But, Sir, in my opinion, the conduct of 
generals, the efticiency of equipment, the 
provision of transport, the treatment of 
the sick and wounded, grave matters as 
they all of them are, fade at present into 
insignificance before that which is the 
question of the hour—namely, what shall 
he the temper and attitude of our Imperial] 
Government towards the peoples of the 
two States against which we have been in 
arms, and towards their kinsfolk among 
our tellow-citizens in the colonies. Upon 
this, | solemnly say, in my firm belief the 
future tate of British South Africa de- 
pends. | trust that the Government will 
not hastiv give an unfavourable answer 
to my appeal. I would implore them, 
and, indeed, | would implore the House, 
every part of it, to sink every motive of 
personal dignity and triumph, to forget 
the prejudices and interests of party, in 
dealing with this momentous issue. I 
this actual moment is inopportune, which 
it may be (for an outsider like myself not 
acquainted with the communications con- 
stantly received cannot judge) at least let 
nothing be said or done to prevent the 
very earliest opportunity being seized, and 
we need never be afraid that evil will come 
to our Empire, because we shall have 
listened to the dictates of prudence, gene- 
rosity, and humanity. 

In other quarters besides South Africa 
beyond our shores there are presented 
to us serious events for our consideration 
In the first place, there has been a success 
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ful war in Ashanti, and we all rejoice with 
His Majesty’s Government upon that 
great achievement. One little criticism 
I will make. I am very willing to recog- 
nise, because I know his merit, the great 
services of Sir James Willcocks ; but it 1s 
a rather extraordinary thing that he 
should be named personally by name in this 
way when, although we are fighting in 
so many different places, no other general 
is named. I can only assume that it is 
because the Ashanti War is ended, and 
the other is still not entirely terminated, 
that this distinction has been drawn. I 
join, we all join, in congratulating the 
King and the country on the happy in- 
auguration of the Australian Common- 
wealth, and the Duke of Cornwall gener- 
ously fulfils a patriotic duty in under- 
taking the mission which was entrusted 
to him. If we turn to China, we find 
nothing but anxiety and perplexity, and 
we wait with the deepest interest some 
explanation of the proceedings that are 
going on there. At present the British 
people are in this position—they know 
neither the policy that is being pursued 
nor the events that are occurring. There 
is a concert of the Powers which we are 
told is in the main successful. If that is 
sO, it is most satisfactory. It seems to me 
that difficult as it must be under all 
circumstances to maintain the concert of 
the Great Powers, it is especially so with 
regard to China ; for this reason : that the 
interests of the Powers are not only sepa- 
rated and sometimes conflicting, but they 
are not even interests similar or analogous. 
We may regard the Powers having rela- 
tions in China as of three classes. 
There are those which have, or may be 
supposed to have, territorial ambitions. 
We do not number ourselves among them, 
though I suspect the world would include 
us; but in our own conscience and in- 
tention we ought not to be so included. 
Then there are those who, without having 
any definite territorial ambitions, are 
deeply interested in the development of 
commerce and the introduction of Western 
civilisation. That is where we come in, 
and therefore our object is to seek for 
guarantees for the safety of our traders 
and our missionaries in the prosecution 
of their separate duties. That is not the 
case with some of the other Great Powers, 
and especially with the greatest Power on 
the spot—namely, Russia, which, I ima- 
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gine, cares little or nothing for either 
trade or the propagation of religion, but 
which is a neighbour with a long conter- 
minous frontier and seeks only to secure 
and advance that frontier, and to have a 
settled Government with which to deal. 
These three categories divide the Powers, 
and make it more than usually difficult to 
keep them in harmony. But IL must 
express the hope that the Leader of the 
House or the noble Lord will be able to tell 
us that that has been successfully done. 
One point in connection with China 
greatly interests a vast number of people 
in this country, and causes them great 
concern. Some terrible stories have 
reached us as to the gross misconduct of 
the allied troops, ranging from murders 
and wholesale slaughter and robberies 
down to petty cruelties and petty mean- 
nesses. We have had no refutation given 
to these terrible stories. We are loth to 
believe them; we do not believe them ; 
but we have had no refutation given, and 
[ hope the right hon. Gentleman will be 
able to give us and the country that refu- 
tation, because if these stories were true 
it would be an ineffaceable blot upon our 
age and on the name, in fact, not only of 
this country, but of Europe. 
Then with regard to our 
affairs, my first duty is to recognise grate- 
fully on the part of the House, if I may be 
allowed to do so, His Majesty's perfectly 
loval and correct observance of the esta- 
blished precedent in the relinquishment of 
the hereditary Crown possessions, and we 
may be sure that this House will be ready 
to make ample provision for maintaining 
the dignity of the Crown. As to legisla- 
tion, there are only three subjects, appar- 
ently, to be certainly introduced. There 
is an addition to the Court of Appeal, to 
which I need not refer. There are certain 
proposals for increasing the efficiency of 
the military forces of the country ; and 
that is a phrase which may mean any- 
thing or nothing, and I am obliged to 
leave it in its native vagueness. ‘Then we 
are told that there is to be a measure for 
dealing with the law of education, and 
again there is the same charming vague- 
ness. For myself, I am one who 
holds that we shall not fulfil the 
destiny of the nation, nor, indeed, shall 
we be able to maintain our _ position 
among the nations, until a new spirit is 
breathed not only into our system of edu- 
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cation—primary education, secondary edu- 
cation, University education, technical, 
general, literary, and scientific education 

—but what is more important, until a 
new spirit is breathed into the public senti- 
ment regarding education. That being 
my feeling, I hope that this will be a 
large and sweeping measure, and_ the 
more drastic and progressive the changes 
it makes the more hearty support I shall 
give it. There are other measures men- 
tioned. We sometimes hear of what 
are called innocent measures, and there 
Is a day at the end of the session when 
there occurs what is called the massacre 
of the innocents; but these measures 
have not even reached the stage of being 
innocent. What astonishes us to find is 
that, even in this embryonic catalogue, 
there are no proots of the legislative 
powers of the Government such as we 
should expect. We should have thought 
that there would have been some at- 
tempt, even in this hypothetical way, to 
fulfil their pledges. The Government 
method of dealing with great questions is to 
appoint Royal Commissions. When one 
Royal Commission has reported there is 
always fortheoming good reason for fol- 
lowing it up by requiring another Com- 
mission ; and when this process has gone 
on tor some time very often we have seen 
a Select Committee of the House of Com- 
mons appointed to sweep up all the frag- 
ments of what all the Royal Commissions 
have left. So we have seen with old-age 
pensions, which began by being so simple 
that any Liberal Unionist agent could 
explain all about it. And so we have with 
regard to temperance. ‘There is, indeed, 
a measure spoken of here—some small 
police measure—dealing with drunken- 
ness in the street. But that is not what 
the people of the country are asking for. 
They wish for something which will have 
some influence in lessening the temptations 
which lead up to the evils of which they 
complain. Then we have had the Royal 
Commission on Rating and Local Taxa- 
tion. We have had five vears of inquiry 
there, and all that has been done has 
been to pick out of the subject two little 
points that were supposed to be beneficial 
to certain well-known classes of supporters 
of the Government. They have been 
dealt with, and all the rest has been left 
alone. Then we have been told, on the 
highest authority, that the housing ques- 
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tion is the question of the day. The 
Secretary for the Home Department 
scouted the idea of temperance, with 
licensing reform, being at all in the fore- 
front. The real key to the situation, he 
said, was in the improvement of housing, 
and he is supported by the Prime Minister, 
who brings in another argument, perhaps 
even a stronger one. He argued that 
the Government should deal with housing 
because it would be the most popular 
thing with the classes resident in certain 
constituencies among whom the Govern- 
ment have the largest number of sup- 
porters. These are very good reasons, 
but there is not a word of housing in this 
programme. May I put ina word in my 
original, I may say my aboriginal, capacity 
as a Scotsman that there is not, from the 
beginning to the end of the Speech, the 


slightest mention of my native country ? 


They say—inter arma silent leges, and 
that while you are engaged in a war you 
cannot. legislate. But the Government 
are not all directing armies or instructing 
Governors. There is the President of the 
Board of Trade, the President of the Local 
Government Board, and there is the Home 
Secretary, free for legislative work, and 
we know how well the President of the 
Local Government Board, certainly, can 
carry a measure through the House ; 
and as to the Home Secretary, he is still 
more accomplished, because we have seen 
him introduce and carry great measures, 
und we have seen also the dexterity with 
which he can drop them. ‘The truth is 
the Government do not know what to do 
on these great questions. Why? Be- 
cause they are in a dreadful dilemma. 
They have to please the powers of reaction 
and privilege, and yet they must satisfy 
popular sentiment and popular demands. 
They have trusted to the respite given to 
them by Royal Commissions, and they 
hoped that those Royal Commissions 
would find for them some way of recon- 
ciling these irreconcilable forces. ‘They 
are now found out, and the country will 
judge from the barrenness of this pro- 
gramme. in addition to its former ex- 
perience, that it is not from the gentle- 
men on that bench that the great reforms 
desired by the people are likely to be ob- 
tained. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
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K.): Mr. Speaker, before I deal with the 
right hon. Gentleman’s lengthy, but not 
too Jengthy, speech, may I join with him 
and the rest of the House in offering my 
congratulations to my two hon. friends on. 
the manner in which they have carried 
out the difficult and delicate task entrusted. 
tothem. My two hon. friends have spoken 
on this occasion, which is the beginning 
of the first Parliament of the reign and the 
first year of the century. This occasion 
has suggested to them naturally and 
necessarily topics of the greatest general 
interest, and | think everybody will admit 
that they treated this great theme with 
tact, delicacy, and judgment. 

The right hon. Gentleman began his 
speech to-night by a very amiably turned 
sarcasm at something which fell trom my 
hon. friend the Member for Sevenoaks, 
who moved the Address, as regards his 
dexterity in explaining and apologising 
for what the right hon. Gentleman de- 
scribed as the beggarly poverty of our 
legislative programme ; and as the right 
hon, Gentleman began his speech in that 
way, so I think it was the last proposition 
which engaged him before he resumed his 
speech. I do not think this attack comes 
very well from the right hon. Gentleman. 
He seems to take it that the business of a 
Government is to bring in a flaming 
scheme of domestic and progressive legis- 
lation, and that when a scheme is brought 
in all their duties in connection with it 
come to an end; for | well remember 
during the three years tenure of oftice by 
the right hon. Gentleman and his friends 
there never were Queen’s Speeches richer 
in promises, and there never were sessions 
poorer in performance. [Opposition cries 
of “Oh, oh.”| I fear that statement does 
not meet with approval from hon. Gentle- 
men opposite; but luckily this is a question 
not of opinion, but of fact. It is very easy 
to see how well justified was the classical 
phrase of “ ploughing the sands ” used by 
one of the Members of that Administration 
—how well justified that was with regard 
to their legislative performances. [Oppo- 
sition cries of “ House of Lords.”] lam 
comparing promises of legislation with 
performances of legislation. I daresay 
it was the fault of the other House; 
possibly we may have talked too much. 
I am not discussing causes or excuses; | 
am sure the right hon. Gentleman will 
always find excuses. I am talking aboat 
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results ; and I say that while no Govern- | the discussion was rendered more difficult 


ment had richer promises in their Queen’s 
Speeches, no Government, even by their 
own admission; was less fortunate in 
bringing those promises to any certain 
fruition. If the right hon. Gentleman 
had to frame our King’s Speeches for us, 
I have not the slightest doubt they would 
be very different from what they are. He 
wants, in addition to the important and 
not very small list of measures we have 
put down, an Education Bill, which, if I 
understand him rightly, is to sweep away 
the whole of our existing elementary 
system, the whole of our existing secondary 
system, the whole of our existing technical 
education, and the whole of our University 
education ; and he wants, in addition to 
that, to have a Bill dealing with what is 
called the temperance question, which is to 
earry out, I presume, all the reeommenda- 
tions of the majority and all the reecom- 
mendations of the minority of the Com- 
mission and to embody them in law. In 
addition to that, we are to have a great 
scheme dealing with the housing of the 
working classes. I do not know whether 
the right hon. Gentleman, who has 
framed Queen’s Speeches, is, if he has 
again to frame them, going to frame them 
on that sketch model; but I seriously 
warn him that if he does he will raise a 
good many expectations that will be 
doomed to a very bitter disappointment ; 
and when he tells us, among other things, 
that we ought to have brought in a great 
scheme of licensing reform, I remember 
his own efforts to bring in a great scheme 
of licensing reform, and I remember the 
result. I remember the amount cf sup- 
port they received in the House and the 
succeeding verdict of the country upon 
them. I do not know that the example 
is an encouraging one. 

Then the right hon. Gentleman alluded, 
[ thinkin very proper and becoming terms, 
to the subject of the Civil List, which is 
mentioned in His Majesty’s Speech. The 
right hon. Gentleman assured us—and 
we hardly required his assurance—that 
this subject would not be treated by his 
friends in a party or controversial sense. 
There have been times when the con- 
sideration of the Sovereign’s Civil List 
was embarrassed by many difticult politi- 
cal questions. No such political questions 
can, I believe, be raised on the present 
occasion. There have been times when | 


Mr, A. J. Balfour. 


by the fact that the country was called 
upon not only to provide a Civil List for 
the future needs of the Crown, but to 
deal with debts contracted by the Sove- 
reign before his accession. No such 
embarrassments will occur on the present 
occasion. ‘There are no debts ; and | feel 
certain that on both sides of the House we 
shall all be anxious to approach the con- 
sideration of this subject with an earnest 
desire to provide adequately for the needs 
of the Sovereign of this great Empire. 


The right hon. Gentleman asked me 
two questions—I think only two—apart 
from the important subject he raised in 
connection with the war. The first ques- 
tion was as to any information we had 
with regard to the behaviour of our troops 
in China. The only troops for which I 
am called upon to answer on this or any 
other occasion are the troops under the 
command of British officers and who serve 
the Sovereign of these realms. | believe 
the conduct of those troops has been 
exemplary, and all the arrangements—as 
far as | know them—which have been 
made in regard to their transport, their 
provisioning, and their discipline reflect 
the very highest credit upon the Indian 
military organisation, upon the officers in 
command, and upon the troops them- 
selves. Then the only other question the 
right hon. Gentleman asked was when 
the commission of inquiry into the war 
was to take place. 1 am afraid it is pre- 
mature—I am sorry it should be—to 
discuss that question. We are occupied 
not in diminishing, but in increasing the 
amount of our forces in South Africa ; 
and until we see our way more clearly toa 
termination of hostilities, | presume every- 
body would think it premature to appoint 
that commission of inquiry which has to 
discuss the conduct of the war. 


I think I have dismissed all what I may 
call the subsidiary garnishings of the right 
hon. Gentleman’s speech, and I come to 
his central criticism, which dealt with a 
topic which undoubtedly is the one which 
most deeply occupies us at the present 
time—namely, the South African War. 
The right hon. Gentleman began his 
observations upon that subject by saying 
that the last thing he desired to do was to 
revive the old controversies which had been 
raised at the General Election. 
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That is as te the erigin of the war. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The conduct 
wf the election, 1 thought he said. At all 
events, if the right hon. Gentleman did 
begin with those good intentions, as | 
thought he had done, they soon, like 
ether good intentions, were forgotten ; 
and he plunged up to the very lips in the 
whole of that controversy which I have 
no objection to seeing revived, but which 
J should have thought now he might 
have regarded as belonging to past history. 
The right hon. Gentleman repeated over 
and over again that we had misled the 
country as to the conclusion of the war, 
that we had—I suppose he implied, 
though I do not know that he said it— 
deliberately gone to the country with a 
sort of false and doctored account of the 
position in South Africa, that we had, on 
the strength of that false and doctored 
account, got the suffrages of the electors 
by false pretences, and that we were now 
profiting by the result. I do not believe 
there is the smallest foundation for that 
statement. It is perfectly true that in 
September last the Government thought, 
as [ believe our military advisers thought, 
and as the country at large thought, 
that the main military operations had 


drawn very near their conclusion, and 


the right hon. Gentleman seems to think 
we invented that story; but I would 
remind him that he was one of the very 
first persons to address the country after 
the dissolution was announced. I remem- 
ber his address coming out in two or 
three columns of The Times at that period, 
and, unless | am greatly mistaken, in the 
very first sentence of that address occurs 
the following statement— 

“ And now, among other questions, men will 
ask themselves how far does this war, now 
happily so near its conclusion—— ”’ 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
It only shows that you misled me. If 
the right hon. Gentleman will allow me, 
I include myself in the country. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: How did I 
mislead him? His address was in the 
hands of an enraptured electorate long 
before mine. I never told him the war 
was coming to an end. It was he who 
told us before anybody else. I think 
he was almost the first to address the 
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country. Though the conclusion proves 
to be erroneous, I do not blame him, 
for I shared it, believing that the war, 
to use his own phrase, was then happily 
near its conclusion. The right hon. 
Gentleman was mistaken, and the Govern- 
ment was mistaken, and our military 
advisers, who had the best means of 
information, were mistaken also; and I 
do not think that the right hon. Gentle- 
man, or the Government, or anybody 
else, was much to blame for the mis- 
take. You can prophesy with a certain 
amount of assurance with regard to great 
military operations directed against organ- 
ised forces; but you cannot prophesy 
with the same assurance as to the course 
to be pursued against unorganised forces, 
against the guerilla attacks to which we 
are being now subjected ; and there was 
no ground for believing at that time— 
I am not aware that there could have 
been any ground for believing—that 
the Boer forces, these guerilla forces 
under Generals De Wet and Botha, 
would take a course which, however 
embarrassing to us, is incomparably 
more destructive to the interests of their 
own fellow-countrymen than it can be 
to ourselves, and which is more detr 
mental and disastrous to the interests ol 
which they should be the first guardians 
than any of the greater military opera- 
tions of which I have been speaking. 
The prophecy we all made was a false one. 
It was a false prophecy because we did 
not foresee, and could not foresee, that 
these leaders would be so ill-advised in 
their own interests, and in the highest 
interests of their own people, as to pursue 
the course which they have pursued. 
I pass from the barren field of past con- 
troversy to the more insistent, pressing, 
and important question of the course 
which the Government are now taking 
in order to bring this war to a conclusion. 
I am sorry that the right hon. Gentleman 
thought it necessary in that part of his 
speech to minimise those efforts, to im- 
ply that we were suffering under great 
difficulties in carrying out the require- 
ments of our generals, that we were 
lagging behind their demands, and that 
as a matter of fact it would be, I think 
he said, two or three months before the 
force that was now being organised 
could leave the shores of this country or 
take part in any military operation. 
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What I said was “could be efficiently 
present on the field of action.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not re- 
member that phrase falling from the 
right hon. Gentleman, but many of these 
troops have left already, others are actually 
leaving, and the estimate of two or three 
months of the right hon. Gentleman I 
believe to be most unduly pessimistic. 
We have not lagged behind the demands 
of our generals, and it may interest the 
House to know that during the months 
of December and January the military 
stores and equipment sent out from 
this country were in excess of those sent 
out during any preceding two months 
since the war commenced. My right 
hon. friend the Secretary for War will, 
if it is desired, give further details as to 
the arrangements made by the War 
Office during the last two months; but 
it may suffice for the present occasion 
if I assure the House that we have been 
pressing forward in every possible way 
the military reinforcements, and that we 
have exceeded rather than fallen short of 
the demands of Lord Kitchener. 

I turn from that to what is, after all, 
the most important part of the right hon. 
Gentleman’s speech—a part of the speech 
which he delivered with great feeling and 
great earnestness, but which, neverthe- 
less, left upon my mind an uneasy sensa- 
tion that, behind the somewhat ambiguous 
phrases which he from time to time 
used, he was not absolutely at one with 
His Majesty’s Government as to the end 
which we must never rest until we attain 
—the end, namely, of absolute supremacy, 
of absolute and complete conquest and 
control of all these territories. The 
right hon. Gentleman has again and 
again told the House that if we had taken 
a little more trouble to make the terms of 
peace known to the Boer leaders those 
leaders would long ago have come to 
some arrangement with us. The right 
hon. Gentleman, in support of that theory, 
has told us inaccurately, though un- 
intentionally inaccurately, the story of 
Sir Redvers Buller’s negotiations with 
General Botha. What happened between 
Sir Redvers Buller and General Botha 
I understand to be this—that General 
Botha suggested an armistice to discuss 
the question of peace. Sir Redvers Buller 
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granted the armistice, and then General 
Botha said he had himself no terms to 
propose. There was a suggestion made 
by Sir Redvers Buller to General Botha, 
which, of course, he could not conclude 
without consulting Lord Roberts. He 
consulted Lord Roberts, but before th 
answer came General Botha refused the 
terms. [An Hon. Memper: That is not 
in the despatches.] I do not remember 
whether it is or not, but I am telling the 
House what I believe to be the true story 
of what occurred. General Botha re- 
fused the terms; the armistice came to 
an end, and I believe that one result of it 
was that General Botha got off with tw: 
guns that would otherwise probably 
have been captured. The leaders of the 
Boers know perfectly well that if they 
were to lay down their arms they could 
do so at any moment with the certainty 
that their property and their persons 
would be respected, with the certainty 
that equal rights would be granted to thi 
inhabitants of the two colonies, and with 
the certainty that when it became possible 
autonomy, free institutions, would als« 
be granted. 

Now, Sir. the right hon. Gentleman 
over and over again made use of phrases 
which [ can only interpret as meaning 
that if he had control of the policy of the 
country at the present time he would ge 
to those generals and say, “Lay down 
your arms to-morrow, and the day after 
to-morrow you shall have the full, free 
Parliamentary Constitution of an English 
colony.” Isthat theright hon. Gentleman’s 
policy, or is it not? I listened, I can 
assure the right hon. Gentleman, with 
no desire to misinterpret him ; but over 
and over again, when he came to the 
critical point of his recommendations, 
ambiguities of language crept in which 
compelled me, though not of a suspicious 
character, to imagine that his_ policy 
would be to promise instantly on the 
cessation of hostilities and the clearing 
of the country of British soldiers the 
establishment of full representative in- 
stitutions on the model of New Zealand, 
Australia, or the Cape. The right hon. 
Gentleman does not take the opportunity 
which, of course, he might of saying 
whether I misinterpret him. If I am not 
misinterpreting him, the sooner we know it 
and state it explicitly the better that the 


Government do not believe that that is. 
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a possible or a safe policy. We believe 
it would be absolute insanity, while the 
effects of war are still visible to every eye 
und fresh in every recollection, while 
the memory of the hostilities between 
the two races is the dominant thought 
in every heart, to hand over to a com- 
munity so constituted institutions bene- 
ficent indeed where they can be applied, 
but pernicious and fatal where they only 
lead to internecine conflict or to external 
war. If ever there was a country in 
which that policy could have been carried 
out, one would think effectively, and 
where there was every inducement to 
carry it out, it would have been in the 
Southern States of America at the ter- 
mination of the Civil War. But even 
in America, with the huge dominating 
power of the North coercing and con- 
trolling the relatively small population 
of the South, even there, with the same 
race and with the same language, it was 
found absolutely impossible immediately 
to restore to the Southern provinces 
their full rights as free citizens of the great 
community. Let there be no suggestion 
or pretence that the leaders do not know 
the conditions which we are prepared to 
give. The right hon. Gentleman over 
and over again complained of the fact 
that we always said that “ unconditional 
surrender ” was the necessary preliminary 
to peace. It was unconditional surrender, 
not of the individual, but unconditional 
abandonment of the idea of an indepen- 
dent Government of the Transvaal or 
Orange Free State—unconditional as ap- 
plied not to the individual, but to the 
institutions—and I do not think that 
that can be too clearly understood. I 
am sorry that the right hon. Gentleman 
should have thought it desirable to assert 
of British generals, or even of a British 
Government, that it had favoured the 
policy of the burning of the farms of their 
enemies because they were their enemies— 
a most unhappy phrase which I hope 
fell from the right hon. Gentleman in a 
moment of incautiousness, and to which 
he would not adhere in cold blood. There 
can be no grosser misrepresentation of 
anything that has occurred in the Trans- 
vaal. Never was it suggested, never 
could it be suggested that these men 
who were our enemies, fighting us honour- 
ably in open warfare, were, because they 
were our enemies, and for no other reason, 
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to have their property destroyed. That 
never was the policy of the Government ; 
it never was the policy of Lord Roberts ; 
it never was the policy of any single one 
of our military officers responsible in 
South Africa. 

I do not know, Sir, that there is 
any other point in the right hon. Gen- 
tleman’s speech to which it is necessary 
for me to advert, and I do not wish, in 
dealing with this subject, to make any 
harsh criticism or commentary upon 
those Boer generals who are still carrying 
on a hopeless resistance in the field. ‘They 
are men of courage, they are men ot 
patriotism ; and where courage and patri 
otism are concerned I am very loth to 
use language which could seem to condemn 
efforts for which, in a certain sense, every- 
body must feel sympathy. But when | 
hear of these men, approached by emis- 
saries to discuss peace, treating those 
emissaries with the most brutal cruelty : 
when I hear of one man being flogged 
and of another man being shot, for no 
other reason than that they had pleaded 
for the country now suffering under all. 
the horrors of warfare, then I say courage 
has degenerated into something very like 
recklessness, and patriotism is not un- 
stained by brutality. But after all it is 
not my business—it would be an unplea- 
sant business at the best—to criticise 
those who are in arms against us; but 
I feel that my criticism should be reserved 
for those who intentionally or carelessly, 
by hasty words or ill-considered phrases, 
or with deliberate intent, use language 
and defend a policy in this country which 
can have no effect in South Africa but 
to prolong this miserable war. If we are 
justified, as I think we are, on the highest 
grounds of humanity in condemning the 
conduct of the Boer generals, they, at all 
events, are risking their lives, sacrificing 
their ease, and incurring danger and. 
hardship for the cause in which they 
believe. Those gentlemen who sit at 
home at ease in this country, who, either 
by their cheers or their speeches, do what 
they can to encourage and keep alive 
the dying embers of this struggle—what 
a responsibility rests upon them! | 
remember that my right hon. friend the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies, in 


his speech on December 7*—a speech 


*See Lhe Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. ]xxxviil., page 248. 
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which was received with general approval 
on both sides of the House—with regard 
to the making of peace, made a most 
conciliatory statement. That statement 
was immediately perverted in South 
Africa by the South African Press into a 
sign of flinching on the part of my right 
hon. friend and of the Government. His 
language was twisted into the language 
of weakness; and what was intended 
for conciliation, what was intended to 
bring the war to a more rapid end, was 
perverted by this misplaced ingenuity 
into an additional motive for continuing 
the struggle. I hope that every Gentle- 
man in this House—and | include the 
right hon. Gentleman as, perhaps, one 
ot those who have sinned against my 
canon—will be careful to say nothing 
that can be twisted in South Africa even 
by the most ingenious controversialist 
into the suggestion that this country 
means to abandon the struggle in which 
it is engaged. We have put our hand to 
the plough and we will not withdraw it. 
Those who know South Africa, whether 
as soldiers or politicians, and who form 
their expectations upon certain episodes 
in our past colonial policy and think that 
because in the general complication of 
Imperial affairs we may seem here and 
there to have gone back upon a declared 
policy, and who found upon that view 
the notion that the country is going to 
become sick of the war, disgusted with 
the war, anxious to bring the war on any 
terms to a conclusion—those men are 
sadly mistaken. Their mistake would 
matter nothing if it did not lead to the 
continuation of bloodshed. We could 
afford to smile at their ignorance of the 
true position of affairs had it not this 
disastrous practical effect upon the con- 
-duct of their soldiers and their statesmen. 
That they are mistaken I do not think a 
single man in this House doubts. This 
country will never withdraw from the 
task which it has set itself to accomplish. 
I have often been reproached, my col- 
leagues have often been reproached, with 
indulging in prophecy. But I willindulge 
in no prophecy on the present occasion 
as to when this struggle will come to a 
conclusion ; but it will be continued till 
it comes to the only possible conclusion 
consistent with our honour and our 
existence in South Africa; that I do 
Aeclare ; 


Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
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party, no section of a party, no individual 
in this House—whatever view they take 
of the cause of the war or the conduct of 
the war—will allow any phrase to escape 
their lips which would give any stimulus 
to those who at so great a cost to their 
country and to themselves are continuing 
this hopeless struggle in South Africa. — 





Mr. PHILIPPS (Pembrokeshire): I am 
one of those hon. Members on this side of 
the House who believe that, whatever the 
merits of this quarrel may have been at 
the beginning, now it is begun we are 
bound to fight it out and see it through. 
Holding that view, as | do strongly, for 
my own part I would rather see in office 
in this country a Government of peace- 
at-any-price men than | would see a war 
entered upon and conducted with that 
want of preparation and forethought 
which the Government have displayed in 
this war. In the Speech which has been 
read to us to-day we have been told that 
measures have been taken to enable our 
troops to deal effectively with the forces 
opposing them. The right hon. Gentle- 
man has just told us that during the last 
two or three months the Government 
have sent out even more stores and equip- 
ments than the generals on the spot have 
asked for. I will put this question to the 
right hon. Gentleman: Does that include 
horses ? 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): 
Yes. 


Mr. PHILIPPS: I want to speak about 
horses to-night. A year ago, when this 
war began, admittedly we had not got 
enough horses in South Africa. The 
Government immediately sent out buyers 
all over the world, and they bought 
horses in great numbers in Hungary, the 
United States, and the Argentine. We 
now hear again that there are not enough 
horses in South Africa. And why i 
this? Have the horses all died? I can 
understand that in warlike operations 
there must be an immense waste of horse- 
flesh, but it is the duty of the Government 
to keep that waste supplied. Nobody has 
ever said that the Boers are short ot 
horses, or that they are not able to move 
about quickly. Why cannot our troops 
get about in the same way, and why cat- 
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not we have horses as well as the Boers ? | 
We have had the greater part of the Trans- | 
vaal and the Orange Free State in our | 
hands for some time. At the beginning 
of the war, after the capture of Pretoria, 
undoubtedly in marching through tbe 
Orange Free State our generals must have 
had the same opportunities of getting | 
horses as the Boers. We have had 
chances of getting horses in Cape Colony 
and Natal, and we have had the whole of | 
Europe and America, North and South, | 
and why is it that this country cannot 
get enough horses while the Boers can get 
plenty? I ask the Government whose 
fault is it? We are generally told that | 
it is the fault of the nature of things or | 
of the system, but if a Boer in the Trans- | 
vaal can get a horse why cannot His 
Majesty’s Government? J want to put 
three questions to the Secretary of State 
for War. I want him to tell us, first, how 
many horses have been bought in Great 
Britain and how many in other countries ? 
Then I want him to tell me what has been | 
he cost in the different countries, and I 
should like him specially to tell me what 
has been the price the Government have 
paid on the spot in the Argentine Repub- | 
lic. I have just come from that country, 
and I am in a position to know what the 
owners got for their horses. As those 
horses have not been a success in South 
Africa, | want to know what the official 
reports from the front are as to their 
behaviour, and how they stood the work. 
Those are the three questions which I 
should like answered. 

In my humble opinion it is a great pity | 
that at the beginning of the war there were | 


not a great many more horses bought in | 
Great Britain, and I will give my reasons. 
Horses of more than four years of age in 
Great Britain must be in some sort of | 
condition. When they have been ridden, 
driven, or hunted, they must be in some 
sort of condition, and their muscles must 
have been developed. When the Govern- | 
ment sent to buy horses in the Argentine 
they certainly got a horse with four legs, 
a head, and a tail, but for military pur- 
poses you want something more; you 
want condition, or, in other words, you 
want some muscle. If you go to the 
Argentine Republic and buy a horse off 
a ranch, that has never been worked, it 
cannot be fit for hard work for months 
to come. If you take such an animal on 


| 
| 
! 
| 
| 
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a voyage of some weeks over the sea it 
must be in a miserable condition when it 
lands. What I believe the fault of the 
Government has been is that they have 
not had any store of horses in South 


Africa, and they have simply gone on 


buying horses from hand to mouth, and 
when they got these wretched animals on 
the spot they were sent to the front and 
were practically useless. That was not 
business, and it was nothing short ot 
horse murder. It was simply killing 
horses which, if they had been purchased 
three months earlier, might have done 


_good service to our forces in South Africa 


in the field. It may be said, if you bought 
these horses in England they could not 
have been in condition, and that they 
would have wanted a few weeks work 
before going to the front. It should be 
remembered that a horse once having 
had condition will get into condition again 
much more quickly than a horse bought 
off a ranch. 

Now, Sir, I want to go into a second 
branch of this subject, and that is in 
regard to the way in which the purchases 
have been made. I do not feel at all satis- 
fied that reasonable care has been taken 
in the buying of these horses. I am not 
going to mention any loose gossip, but 
amongst the people of this country there 
are endless tales going about of men who 
sold horses to the Government and who 
have got rich in doing it. 1] want to allude 


| to the case of a gentleman who some six 


or eight months ago wanted to help the 


| Government and the farmers in this coun- 


try upon this question. He told all the 
farmers around that if they would send 


‘their horses to his stable he would only 


charge them something like £1 a week 
for their keep, and he would get the 
Government to send a buyer down and 
thus give the authorities a chance of get- 
ting good horses and the farmers a chance 
of selling them. What happened? An 
officer came down from the War Depart- 
ment, and he looked at six or eight horses. 
Out of that number he bought five or six. 
and never had the other horses out of the 
stable. A complaint was made to the 
Government. I know that the man who 
got the horses together is one of the best 
judges of horses in England. Some- 
body came down a second time from the 
Government and did the same thing. 
Six or eight were chosen, and the man 
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did not have the others out at all. Any- system, for which the Government is in 


body who knows anything about the 


buying and selling of horses knows that 


this is a very suspicious matter, and it 
makes people ask questions as to the way 
in which the horses are bought. I wish 
to say a few words about the Argentine 
horses, because that is a thing upon which 
| have had exceptional opportunities of 
forming an opinion. A great many of 
the Argentine horses are rather small, 
with poor shoulders, and the great bulk 
of them would not be fit for military pur- 
poses. You could have got from the 
Argentine 10,000 or 15,000 extremely 
useful horses. I have heard in the Ar- 
gentine of man after man—I know their 
names—who have made a great deal of 
money from selling horses to the Govern- 
ment, and I have seen thousands of horses 
admirably suited for military purposes ; 
but I ask the Government, what is this 
precious system under which they have 
taken the bad horses and have never 
bought the good horses? I do not know 
whether it is the fault of the Government 
or of their buyers. If the Government 
told their buyers that they did not want 
horses out of condition, or old horses, or 
horses which had never done any work, 
then it was the fault of the buyers and 
the buyers ought to be changed. I believe 
that the Government could get dozens of 
men who are perhaps too old to serve their 
country in the field, but who would be 
very glad to go abroad and buy the horses 
wanted. From what I have seen of the 
results of the Government buying these 
horses, they have got the wrong men. It 
will no doubt be said that this was not 
the fault of the Government, but the fault 
of the system which they have inherited. 
I think the House is getting somewhat 
tired of hearing, when blame is cast on 
a system, the reply that the system is 
going to be changed. Ever since 1886 
this Government, with the exception of 
three years, has been in office. If a man 
were put into a private buisness to manage 
it, and if at the end of twelve months it 
was found that the business was a_ fiasco, 
and that robbery was being carried on, 
or that it was being managed with extrava- 
gance, the manager and not the system 
would be blamed, and he would be dis- 
missed. And yet the Government have 
been going on saying for twelve out of 
fifteen years that it is the fault of the 


Mr. Ph iipps. 


no way responsible. [| trust that the 
Government is not going to inquire into 
the system, but into the way it is being 
varried on. I speak as one who believes 
in prosecuting the war with vigour, but 
I am far from satisfied that any vigour is 
being shown by the Government, except 
in words or on election platforms. J] 
should like to see vigour not in words 
only, but in actions. I hope that the 
House will set inquiry into the conduct of 
the war into motion at once; and I am 
sure that it will be found that investiga- 
tion as to the circumstances under which 
horses are purchased abroad is most 
urgently needed. 


Sirk HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I should not venture to criti- 
cise the most gracious Speech from the 
Throne in the slightest degree it it were 
not for the fact that it is a Speech for 
which His Majesty’s Government is alone 
and entirely responsible. There is evi- 
dence of that in to-day’s paper, in the fact 
that the Duke of Devonshire waited on 
the King yesterday, and submitted for 
approval the Speech His Majesty has made 
to-day. There are in my opinion several 
very striking and grave omissions in the 
gracious Speech from the Throne, but 
before I deal with them | should like to 
make an observation with regard to the 
part which refers to the war in South 
Africa. In doing so, I should like to 
congratulate the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office upon his safe return 
from the seat of war, and upon the 
distinguished services he rendered in the 
course of the campaign. ‘The mention 
of the services of the colonial forces in 
the King’s Speech meets, I am quite 
certain, with a very ready echo in the 
heart of every individual in this country, 
and one can only regret that Lord Strath- 
cona’s corps, a force formed and raised at 
the expense entirely of the Canadian High 
Commissioner in this country, arrives in 
this country at a time when it will be 
difticult to show them all those outward 
expressions of the gratitude we feel for 
their services. J must, however, confess] 
am rather surprised that no mention is 
made in the King’s Speech of the services 


that have been rendered by the Reservists, 


the Militia, the Yeomanry, and the Volun- 
teers ; but I am content to believe that 
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the services of these men are recognised 


and included in the term “my troops,” 
because all who belong to these forces only 
desire to be acknowledged as members of 
His Majesty’s Army. But considering the 
call that has been made on the Reservists, 
a greater call than anybody could have 
anticipated, and the serious call made 
on the Militia, Yeomanry, and Volunteers, 
J venture to think those services demand 
some special word of recognition by the 
Government. The services of the Volun- 
teers have been somewhat remarkable. 
It is impossible to say how many mem- 
hers of the Volunteer force have gone 
to reinforce the field army in South 
Africa ; but taking all the sources of infor- 
mation, | do not think it can be put down 
at less than 19,000 or 20,000 men, which 
isa very large contribution indeed—a con- 
tribution which, except from motives of 
patriotism, the Volunteers were not com- 
pelled to give. . 

Sut I wish to refer to one matter of 
current interest-—the raising of drafts of 
Imperial Yeomanry for service in South 
Africa, and the drafts to reinforce the 
vrvice companies of Volunteers. The 
Government and the Secretary of State 
for War have, I think, acted in a very wise 
manner in offering a far more liberal rate 
of pay with regard to the Yeomanry. A 
company sergeant-major gets 9s. 6d., and 
a quartermaster-sergeant, &s. Gd.; but 
these rates are incomparably higher than 
those offered to the Volunteer drafts, who 
are offered only the pay of the Regular 
Army, with a natural consequence that a 
larze number of the Volunteers have drifted 
intothe Yeomanry. | make this no matter 
of complaint against the Yeomanry staff, 
hecause few men have done more for the 
country than the men who have raised 
the Imperial Yeomanry; but those who 
composed the Yeomanry in South Africa 
belonged to the Yeomanry cavalry in this 
country, and now only one in six of those 
in South Africa belong to the Yeomanry 
cavalry. [| very much fear that some 
difficulty may occur owing to the varying 
rates of pay in the field force in South 
Africa, and that some dissatisfaction will 
arise. The Financial Secretary to the 
War Office being in his place, I should like 
to call his attention to the case of a civilian 
artificer, a civil farrier, who was engaged 
to assist in the shoeing of horses, and who 
wrote to me in effect—I am sorry | have 
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not his letter here, but I did not know I 
should have this opportunity of drawing 
attention to this case to-night—that he 
was engaged, with others, for the year at 
2s. Gd. aday. The year is about to expire, 
and he has applied to remain out there at 
the same rate of pay as that which is to be 
given to the Yeomanry artificers, which 
I think is 7s. 6d. a day; but he has been 
told that his term has expired, and he must 
return to England and be relieved by those 
coming out from this country. If my hon. 
friend will allow me, I will send him the 
letter in question. 

My hon. friend the Member for Pem- 
broke, in his speech just now, referred to 
the supply of horses for South Africa. 
Now, I was for some time in a remount 
depot in Cape Colony, and anyone who has 
any conception of the immense demand 
for horses out there, would recognise the 
absolute impossibilty of allowing time for 
the horses to get hard in time for service. 
I do not think any department has done 
more difficult or thankless work than the 
remount department in Cape Colony. I 
wish I could say that the horses were all of 
the best, but not the least thing that 
proved detrimental to them was the 
change from the good feed of this country 
to the inferior feed out there. Anybody 
who knows anything about this matter, 
knows the extreme difficulty in buying 
horses for the cavalry, and those who 
saw the horses of the Hussars outside the 
House condemned them. Upwards of 
70,000 horses have been shipped to South 
Africa, and I think, generally, they gave 
satisfaction. With regard to this the 
direction of the reform must be a very 
great difference in the power of the 
Government to obtain horses from the 
horse-owners of this country 

Now I must call attention to the In- 
telligence Department. I do urge a 
thorough reorganisation of that depart- 
ment at the earliest possible moment. 
Lord Wolseley complained that he was not 
kept fully informed, and we had state- 
ments the other day from the oldest 
general in the field complaining of the 
maps. Now the publication of the maps 
of a country with which we are likely to be 
at war at any time is the work of the 
Intelligence Department, but topographi- 
cal work of this character is quite foreign 
to obtaining intelligence of foreign armies. 
There is one other thing I would urge on 
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the right hon. Gentleman—the reorganisa- 
tion of the staff of the Army. There is 
not in this country anything like the 
general staff of the army in Berlin, which 
consists of about 120 members, whose 
duty it is to do everything possible to 
prepare the army for war. In the case of 
our general staff the work is mixed up 
with administrative duties, which prevents 
the staff doing its duty as a military staff. 

Without dealing further with military 
matters, I am anxious to call attention 
to the extraordinary absence from the 
King’s Speech of any reference to some of 
those serious social problems to which 
the Unionist party pledged themselves 
in 1895. I quite recognise what the 
First Lord of the Treasury said just now 
as to its being foolish to put in the Speech 
from the Throne a great amount of matter 
which has no chance of being dealt with, 
and which would only raise false ex- 
pectations and lead to difficulties ; but 
the character of those matters mentioned 
in the most gracious Speech trom the 
Throne is so peculiar that the mover of the 
Address in reply described it as ~ proposals 
of legislation of not too ambitious a charac- 
ter.” I need not read them. They are 
in the possession of every Member.  Re- 
presenting as [ do an industrial constitu- 
eney and a large number of working men, 
[ am astonished that His Majesty's Gov- 
ernment come before Parliament directly 
after a General Election and say nothing 
whatever upon trade and commercial 
matters. A great many hon. Members 
do not agree with the views I hold as 
regards commercial policy, but they will 
allow me*to mention a tnatter of import- 
ance. My constituents at the present 
time are greatly troubled in their minds 
with regard to the threatened increase 
of the duties on the part of certain foreign 
Governments affecting the steel and iron 
industry of this country. Now, what 
has the President of the Board of Trade 
done at the Table of the House to-day ? 
He has given notice of his intention to 
introduce a Bill. [ at any rate thought 
it would be a notice having something 
to do with the trade and industry of the 
country; but what was it? Notice of 
a Bill for amending the law of literary 
copyright! That may be a matter of 
interest to a large number, but it is not a 
matter that concerns millions and millions 
of workers in this country. Remembering 


Sir Howard Vincent. 
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the services of the colonial forces of Canada, 
Australia, and New Zealand in South 
Africa last year, surely there never was 
a better time not only to have recognised 
that the colonies had given us their best 
blood and much of their treasure to assist 
us in the Boer War, but also to state the 
intention of His Majesty’s Government 
in developing the trade and commercial 
intercourse between the mother country 
and her colonial possessions. It is per- 
fectly evident to everyone that the great 
trade future lies within the British Empire. 
There is a feeling at the present time, 
not alone in Canada and Australia but 
among large masses of the people of this 
country, in favour of developing trade 
within the British Empire on mutually 
advantageous terms. I think that if 
this were done, threatened as we are 
with high and increased duties, and by 
trade restrictions of every sort, it would 
do something to give us markets within 
our own Empire. But there is 
word on this subject. I think the Colonial 
Secretary not long ago made a speech. 
which was reprinted by thousands and 
tens of thousands, in which he suggested 
that the aim of the Empire should be 
I have no desire to 


nota 


commercial peace. 
press undulyon His Majesty ’sGovernment, 
but these are matters that will not be 


delaved. If I may refer to a crucial 
instance, | would mention the disaster 
in the West Indies on account of the 


sugar bounties in France, Austria, and 
elsewhere. There were rumours of an 
intention on the part of France to do 
away with these bounties. The Govern- 
ment said in December that they had no 
official knowledge of the matter. These 
are matters of grave importance to large 
masses of the people of this country. 

It is not only with regard to commercial 
union, the increase of duties by foreign 
Powers, and sugar bounties by which 
foreign Governments greatly prejudice 
the trade of the colonies, that the Govern- 
ment are entirely silent. They are 
silent upon many other matters of im 
portance affecting the interests of the 
people of this country. There is the ques- 
tion of old age pensions. ‘There ig also a 
matterwhich can beand must be dealt with 
—one upon which the late President of the 
Local Government Board made an earnest 
speech recently at the Cutlers’ Feast in 
Sheftield. He spoke of the absolute 
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necessity of an immediate measure for | religion of the people. I will ask your 


the better housing of the working classes. 


That is a matter of most pressing in- | 


terest and importance in all large towns, 
and especially in the East End of London. 
Now if there is one subject on which His 
Majesty's Government have made re- 
peated declarations it is as regards alien 
immigration. This is a matter of the 
utmost importance in connection with 
the housing of the working classes. It 
is surprising that upon this matter, in 
which the Sovereign has shown repeatedly 
his deep and great interest, no mention 
is made in the Speech from the Throne. 
Only vesterday, in addressing a deputa- 
tion of the London County Council, His 
Majesty said— 

“In the discharge of your onerous duties: 
which closely concern the welfare of millions 
of my people, I am confident that you will 
not slacken in the efforts which you have 
made and are making for dealing satisfactorily 
with the many diflicult questions which await 
your consideration, and especially with that of 
the proper housing of the working classes, 
which is one in which I have always felt the 
deepest personal interest.” 

That being so it is amazing that His 
Majesty's Government have not given 
any indication in the Speech from the 
Throne of their intention to deal with 
the matter. | holdin my hand a report 
which was made to the Toynbee Trustees. 
The Toynbee Institute, as many hon. 
Members know, is an institution which 
does incalculable good in the East End 
of London. and, seeing the pressing 
importance of this matter, they appointed 
a delegation to study the matter from 
an entirely impartial point of view. They 
appointed a young man of brilliant ability, 
Mr. Russell. who had no connection with 


London and no personal interest in the 


matter, and Mr. H. S. Lewis, a member of 
the Hebrew taith, as commissioners. in 
order to obtain the necessary information 
onthesubject. Whatever I doin the course 
of this or other | wish to 
disclaim the slightest intention of im- 
porting into the discussion any vestige 
ot religious feeling or prejudice. I have 
not the slightest feeling as to the Jews as 
Jews. In the last four years there was 
the enormous tmnmigration of 200,000 
persons, 50 per cent. of whom settled in 
the East End of London, and, seeing the 
enormous prejudice this brings to our 
population, | cannot but mention the 


sessions, 


| permission to read two extracts from 


the report made by Mr. Russell to the: 
Toynbee Trustees— 

‘* Streets that a few years ago were English 
and non-Jewish, have now a number of Jews; 
and the gradual process of the substitution of 
a Jewish family for a former occupant, is 
transforming the neighbourhood, whilst if a 
Jewish family remove, the key of the house 
will certainly be sold to a co-religionist.” 

Mr. Lewis says quite independently— 

“The foreigner has been an important 
factor in raising rents in many parts of East 
London, and his willingness to overerowd is 
patently injurious to all his neighbours.” 


Is it not extraordinary that with a state: 
of affairs such as this, intimately con- 
nected with the active work of the Sove- 
reign himself, and intimately connected 
with the welfare of the working classes, 
His Majesty’s Government are completely 
silent on the point? On the Treasury 
Bench there is now a London representa- 
tive, and I cannot understand how he 
does not insist on a matter so vital and 
important being dealt with. What did 
the Home Secretary, when President of 
the Board of Trade, state at that table on 
behalf of the Government of which he: 
was then and is now a prominent member 2 
He said— 

‘Not only individual Members, but the 
Government as a whole, are pledged to some 
legislation on the subject. We do not desire 
to depart one iota from the pledges we have 
given. We adhere to every pledge, and I hope 
at no distant time to propose in Parliament 
legislation in the direction desired.” 


That is over four years ago, and three 
sessions have passed and he does abso- 
lutely nothing on the subject. I am a 
loyal supporter of His Majesty's Govern- 
ment. In the recent General Election I 
made as many speeches on behalf of the: 
Government in my own constituency 
and in other places as any supporter of 
the Government, but I cannot do other- 
wise than call attention to what I con- 
sider, and what I believe my constituents 
will consider, serious omissions from His 
Majesty’s Speech. I admit that the 
session is likely to be a busy and _ interest- 
ing one, if not indeed historical, but 1] 
consider with regard to matters such as 
those to which I have called the attention 
of the Government that it is disappoint- 
ing, it is almost heart-breaking, to see- 
nothing whatever done. 


First Day.. 








12] Address in Answer to 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): The hen. Member who has just 
addressed the House is in almost as bad 
a humour with His Majesty’s Government 
as an Irish Member might be expected 
to be. It would be interesting for one 
to thoroughly understand what is the 
reason otf the hon. Gentleman, who hitherto 
has been such a strong supporter of His 
Majesty's Government, for the attack 
he now makes upon them at this hour. 
The hon. Gentleman's attack no doubt 
will disturb to a considerable extent His 
Majesty’s Government, and I, for one, 
after some considerable experience of the 
House, and having listened to similar 
attacks by hon. Members against the 
party to which they are supposed to 
belong. will not be surprised if His Majesty's 
Government have the wisdom and the 
crace for the tuture to call the hon. Mem- 
her into their counsels. If they only do 
that there is no doubt that the next 
speech His Majesty delivers will be 
of a different character, and one wholly 
satistactory to the House. The hon. 
Gentleman rather surprised me in the 
references he made to the East End of 
London. He delivered what appeared 
to me and what, I think, will appear to 
most people who read the speech, a rather 
embittered and envenomed attack upon 
the Jewish population. 


sin HOWARD VINCENT: T specially 
disclaimed that. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: The hon. 


Gentleman certainly drew a strong con- 


trast between the conditions existing 
where the Jewish immigrants live in 
London and the conditions existing 


where what he called the Christian or 
English population live. [ know very 
little of East London, but of this much | 
am convineed : that theterms * Christian ” 
and “ English ” are not by any means 


synonymous. I do not think the 
foreign population in the East End 
of London, many of whom support 


‘themselves by the hardest of — toil 
and labour, make worse citizens than 
those roughs of the East End of whose 
exploits we hear from time to time in 
the police courts. The hon. Member for 
Central Sheffield has found fault because of 
ithe neglect to make reference in the King’s 
Speech to matters of social referm on 
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which he has dealt. He has pointedly 
referred to the complete absence of any 
reference whatever to old-age pensions. 
All I have got to say on that point is that 
as long as the hon. Member and the rank 
and file of the Conservative party allow 
themselves to be led and controlled by 
the Member for West Birmingham, let 
them not be surprised in the tuture, as 
in the past, at any inconsistency the 
Government may commit. Before the 
Colonial Secretary turned his attention 
to Imperial matters and the development 
of the Empire in Africa he was great on 
the question of old-age pensions. At the 
General Election in 1895 it was stated 
that one of the leading questions to be 
dealt with was old-age pensions. I was 
myse'f a member of a Committee ap- 
pointed to inquire into the feasibility 
of granting old-age pensions, but the 
Committee came to the conclusion that 
the few millions per annum which the 
scheme would cost could not be afforded, 
and the Committee ceased to do any further 
work. The Committee made a Report, 
and the right hon. Gentleman the Colonial 
Secretary dropped the subject 
the expense would be too ereat, and so 


because 


we heard no more of old-age pensions. 
Very shortly afterwards the Government 
launched into a war which has cost up 
to the present time, apart from the enor- 
mous charge vet to be ineurred, three 
or four times as much as would be neces- 
sary to establish in this country a satis- 
factory system of old-age pensions such 
as exists in many of the colonies of the 
Empire at the present time. 

If the hon. Member found fault with 
the Government for the omission of these 
reforms from the Speech, what complaint 
might not be made by the Irish Members ? 
In the first Speech of the King there is 
an almost entire absence of reference to 
the conditions existing in Ireland at the 
present time. We are told in the Speech 
that there will be a measure introduced 
to facilitate the voluntary purchase and 
sale of land in Ireland. It is a most 
‘extraordinary thing that the Govern- 
ments of the last hundred years by some 
perverse fate have always been destined 
to be completely behind the times, and 
to offer to the Irish people not what they 
| stand in need of, but something they do 
| not require and which would be absolutely 
| useless to them. At present, from north 
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to south and from east to west there 
is amongst Catholics and Protestants 
the most profound unanimity of feeling 
as to the absolute desirability of intro- 
ducing a system of compulsory purchase 
and sale of land in Ireland. That is 
admitted everywhere, and yet the people 
are told that they will get a voluntary 
scheme of land purchase which is useless 
to them, and has been proved to be useless 
to them for the past ten years. In Ireland 
there is a lack of industry and enterprise, 
there are misery and starvation on every 
side, and we come here and do not receive 
a single word of hope or encouragement 
in the Speech delivered by His Majesty. 
Not one promise is made to our people, 
and we are expected to be loyal. Why, 
it is the old storv: the Irish people are 
promised nothing; their and 
needs and destitution are passed over in 
silence. 

I did not intend to refer to these 
matters at all. [have been induced to do 
so by the speech of the hon. Member for 
Central Sheffield. I rose to say one 
or two words on the danger dealt 
with by the First Lord of the ‘Trea- 
sury when he made reference to the 
war. What did the First Lord of the 
Treasury say ? He warned hon. Members 
in this House and he warned people out- 
side not to dare or to attempt to say one 
word of opposition to the proceedings 
now going on in South Africa, *‘ because,” 
he said, “if you protest or object to any- 
thing that occurs, it will be taken as an 
encouragement by the Boers to continue 
this hopeless war.” | say that an argu- 
ment of that kind coming from the First 
Lord is unworthy of his position, and 
it is an unfair argument to the House. 
What does it mean? It means that if 
Englishmen or Scotchmen, as well as 
Irishmen, who have their hearts filled 
with indignation when they read of the 
ruthless and cowardly persecution to 
which women and children have been 
subjected from one end of South Africa 
toanother, when they read of the burning 


Mser1es 


of the homesteads of people whose only 


crime was that they fought for their 
country, object to these things, they are 
to be told that they are encouraging the 
Boers in their resistance. It is these very 
things of which we complain—this house- 
burning, this wanton destruction of pro- 


perty, and this persecution of defenceless 
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women and children—which steel the 
hearts of the Boers and encourage them 
to fight ; and if under these circumstances 
they do continue this war, I say you have 
to blame not any advice given in this 
country, but the barbarous and infamous 
proceedings which have been done—and 
done, as I believe, wrongfully—in the name 
of this country at the present time. The 
Kirst Lord of the Treasury said it was 
impossible to prophesy as to what would 
occur in regard to such a war as is now 
raging in South Africa. My answer to 
that is that all that has taken place in 
South Africa—the cost of money, the 
spilling of blood, and the waste of material 
—was prophesied with absolute accuracy 
a year and a half ago. ‘The terrible 
dangers that were confronting you were 
prophesied not only by Members of this 
House, but, | believe, if the despatches 
were published, it would be seen that Sir 
William Butler also prophesied them. It is 
my proudest boast, after eighteen years 
in this House, that [ in a humble way 
amongst the Irish Members, having had 
some information as to the true state of 
affairs, when you asked for £13,000,000, 
warned you that the war would cost 
£100,000,000—you will find it in Han- 
sard ; when you said the war would be 
over in six months (you can refer to 
Hansard again), we warned you that it 
would probably take two years, and that 
the animosity and the bitter race hatred 
caused by the war would probably last as 
long as any man in this House will live. 
Weare proud to be able to boast that, who- 
ever may be responsible for the injustice, 
misery, and bloodshed of the war, the 
Irish Members spoke the truth, and in face 
of the terridle war fever then rampant 
in this country, they did their duty, and 
therefore have no share in the blood- 
guiltiness which undoubtedly rests upon 
the heads of those who supported this war 
some time ago. We sometimes hear of 
boycotting in Ireland, or of cases in which 
men have been unfairly excluded from 
public life ; we are told that the lrish are 
ungenerous and intolerant; but where 
in the history of the country can you find 
a case of intolerance more glaring and 
outrageous, or of ingratitude blacker, 
than the case presented by the treatment 
of the late Members for Plymouth and 
Bodmin? They are men who for the best 
part of their lives served their country and 
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their people in this House—men who were 
opposed to the national claim of Ireland, 
and therefore have no particular claim 
upon my sympathy--honourable and up- 
right men, men of ability, of single-minded 
purpose and genius; but where are they 
now ! Their places are empty ; they have 
been hunted from public life; they have 
heen persecuted, derided, and ridiculed ; 
and why ? Simply because at a time when 
it was not popular to do so they had the 
courage and honour to stand up and 
endeavour to win the people of England 
from the policy which was leading them to 
this lamentable, miserable, unjust, and 
costly war. | feel convinced that so long 
as this impossible effort is continued to 
impose your will upon a reluctant people, 
so long will the struggle continue. Rete- 
rence has been made to the mother country 
and the colonies. In the colonies there 
are large bodies of men who are willing to 
embark upon the duties which you require 
to be performed in South Africa if you pay 
them well enough ; but | will believe in 
their devotion to this country and their 
sympathy with this war when | see the 
United Parliament of the Australian Com- 
monwealth or the Parliament of the 
Dominion of Canada voting £1,000,000 
towards the war expenses. But they will 
not vote £100,000 tor that purpose, 
though there are a certain number of men 
who will fight tor you on the terms upon 
which you are now enlisting the Yeomanry 
—five shillings a day andallfound. It isa 
monstrous piece of injustice that the 
Fusiliers and the men from Scotland, 
England, and Lreland, who have behaved 
most bravely and suffered most severely, 
should get only a shilling a day, while 
these others are getting five shillings to 
prove their devotion tothemother country. 
The whole proceedings in connection with 
the war are so repugnant and detestable 
to the feelings of the Lrish people that it is 
no wonder we make this protest, and if | 
have seemed somewhat presumptuous in 
speaking thus early in the session, | feel 
that I am entitled to do so because | was 
one of the Members who eighteen months 
ago raised their voices in deprecation of 
the war, and in warning the people of this 
country of the inevitable results of the 
policy then adopted. 


*Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef- 
field, Ecclesall): The hon. Gentleman 


Mr. Wiliam Redmon. 


who has just spoken seemed very much 
impressed. with the injustice of the English 
electorate towards two gentlemen who 
were distinguished Members of this 
House. I for one very much regret 
that the hon. Gentleman who repre- 
sented Plymouth is no longer a Member 
of this House, and I hope he may soon 
return to take the interesting and instrue- 
tive part he always occupied in our 
debates. With regard to the right hon. 
Gentleman the late Member for Bodmin, 
I always thought, and still think, that 
it he returns—and | have no objection 
to his return—he ought to take his seat 
on the opposite benches rather than on 
this side of the House. But the hon. 
Gentleman based his charge of ingrati- 
tude on the fact that the English people 
declined to return two gentlemen who 
actively opposed one of the most impor- 
tant policies ot the party to which they 
belonged. Such a result is not an un- 
usual occurrence, nor is it confined to 
England. The hon. Gentleman once 
called himself a Parnellite, and I re- 
member a certain amount of ingratitude 
on the part of the Irish nation towards 
Mr. Parnell and his faithful followers 
quite as striking as that which has been 
reterred to. But that is not a very im- 
portant question. An important charge, 
however, was that of maltreatment and 
atrocity with regard to Boer women and 
children brought against British troops. 
Vague statements of that sort are very 
easily made, but I challenge the hon. 
Member to prove any of those cases. 


Mr. DILLON (Mavo, E.): We accept 


the challenge. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Perhaps 
the hon. Gentleman will allow me to say, 
so far as I am concerned, exactly what I 
meant. If he means that I charged the 
British troops with personal assaults or 
outrages upon women, I have heard of 
such cases, but I am not prepared to sub- 
stantiate them myself. The charge of 
brutality ot which I spoke—and I do not 
blame the British troops; they but car- 
ried out their orders—was in connection 
with the Boer women and children being 
taken from their homes and herded in 
camps without sufficient food or accom- 
modation, and being treated in every 
| respect as prisoners. 
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*Str E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : I am | war as closely as he appears to have done, 
glad I referred to the charge, because we | must know that no such offer would have 
have obtained from the hon. Member a| the slightest effect at the present stage. 


distinct disclaimer of the charges of per- 
sonal outrage against women and chil- 
dren; and that is very important. What 
he means is that a certain number of the 
non-combatant Boer population have been 
taken from outlying farms and villages 
and placed in laagers, where they are well 
looked after by the British. The answer 
to that is that the greater number of | 
those persons have been removed at their | 
own desire, because they have been per- | 
petually robbed by these Boer guerillas, 
or banditti, or whatever you like to 
eall them; and | venture to say that 
nine-tenths of those people would be 
willing, if asked to do so, to sign a 
declaration of gratitude to the British 
officers for their protection. 

Then I cannot but regret the speech of 
the right hon. Ge ntleman the Leader of 
the Opposition. It was, in my opinion, 
as mischievous a speech as could have 
been made by a Member of this House, 
especially by one holding so great a position 
as that held by the right hon. 
The right hon. Gentleman said he was 
most anxious to see an early end to this 
war, 
struggle to a speedy conclusion, and that 
the bulk of his supporters would not be 
backward in voting the necessary supplies 
with that object. But after making 
those premises, the right hon. Gentleman 
leads the world to believe that the Govern- 
ment have neglected, in their political 


treatment of the Boer population since | 


the war began, some important steps | 
which might have secured an_ earlier 


surrender of the Boer forces. He did not 
give any proof of that except a rather 
uncertain version of an interview between | 
one of the generals Botha and Sir Redvers | 
Buller ; and the Government are certainly | 
not responsible for the consequent action | 
taken by the Commander-in-Chief, excep- | 


ting in so far as they are generally | 
responsible for the acts of all the) 
generals; that is, they were not re- 


sponsible in an inspiring and directing | 
sense. The right hon. Gentleman w ould 
also lead the country to believe that the 
Government have it in their power now to 
go to the Boer belligerents and offer such | 
and such terms. The right hon. Gentle- 
man, if he has studied the course of the 


Gentleman. | 


that it was our duty to bring the | 


| The only result would be to persuade the 
| Boers that we were afraid of them, and to 
confirm them in the idea which has been 
unfortunately rooted in their minds ever 
since the disastrous and infamous sur- 
| render of 1881—that they are better men 
| than we are, and thet they have only to 
— fighting in order to get all 
they want. I believe, with the right 
' | hon. Gentleman opposite, that the Boers 
in the field, though acting with reckless 
| madness, are fighting courageously and 
iwell; and as they are experienced in 
guerilla warfare they may protract the 
| contest for a few weeks or months, but 
ultimate success is impossible. Every 
month and week of delay adds to the loss 
of killed and wounded and increases the 
ruin which this course of procedure is 
‘inflicting upon the whole of the Trans- 
vaal and Orange River Colonies. Hon. 
Members who take the line adopted by 
'hon. Gentlemen opposite are not real 
| friends of the cause they profess to advo- 
cate. The most disastrous thing that 
could happen would be for the Boers, or 
any section of them, to think that there 
is any party or leader in this country who 
| believes the Boers have the smallest chance 
of success. The right hon. Gentleman 
made another statement which J think is 
much to be deplored. He gave some 
colour to the idea that cruelty of a very 
serious kind had been inflicted by our 
troops in the burning of Boer houses. In 
the case of warlike operations extending 
over so vast a country, and under so many 
isolated commands, it is impossible to 
| guarantee that there may not have 
been some few farmhouses destroyed 
unnecessarily ; but the enormous propor- 
‘tion of these farms were destroyed not 
| because they belonged to men who had 
been fighting against us, but because 
‘Gay afforded most dangerous joints 
d’apput for the enemy in a treac ae 
kind of warfare. I have not heard 

| word said about the bombardment by 
‘the Boers of inhabited towns, such as 
Kimberley, and Mafeking, and Lady- 
| smith, during this war. I am not going 
|complain of that, but when Members 
complain of the burning of Boer farm- 
houses, they should remember the other 


| side also. 
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The right hon. Gentleman made a third 
serious error in his speech. It is no doubt 
of the utmost importance that in the long 
run the Dutch element in South Africa 
should be conciliated and fairly treated ; 
nobody in this House wishes any other 
course to be followed; but at this time 
the one thing to persuade the whole of 
South Africa is not that the Dutch have 
to be conciliated. but that British supre- 
macy is to be established and maintained. 
That is the crucial fact in the whole situa- 
tion ; and once that is recognised, as it will 
be recognised before long, by the whole 
of the Boer population you will have the 
ground elear for 4 policy of just, kind, and 
even generous treatment. I should like 
to say one word with regard to the 
conduct of the war by the Government 
as distinguished from the references I 
have made to those who attack the 
policy of the Government. I shovld like 
to know if the Government have, at 
the earliest moment, followed the advice 
and satisfied the demands of those who 
are responsible for the military operations 
in South Africa. We heard about three 
weeks ago of 5000 Yeomanry being sent 
out; we now hear of 10,000. Are these 
what Lord Kitchener has asked for, and 
are they being sent out as soon as he asked 
for them t We have a right to know 
that, and the Government cannot on the 
one side boast of the conduct of the war 
and of their determination to maintain 
British supremacy and to put an early end 
to the military operations, and at the same 
time withhold the reinforcements which 
those who are best able to judge of the 
necessities of the case demand. I do not 
say they have held them back, but there 
is a rather suspicious interval between 
the assumption of the chief command by 
Lord Kitchener and the despatch of re- 
inforeements, which we all know to be 
absolutely necessary. The hon. Member 
for Pembroke made a very interesting 
and practical speech on some of our mili- 
tary deficiencies, and he criticised the way 
in which our Army had been kept short 
of horses. I believe that three-fourths 
of our failures in South Africa have been 
due to the insufficient supply of horses 
In Cape Colony and in Natal there was, | 
believe, an enormous supply of the most use- 
ful horses which was for long never drawn 
upon, I do not know why: but certainly 
the Argentine horses were the worst 
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horses for the kind of work for which 
they were required. The right hon. 
Gentleman also derided the Secretary of 
State for speaking of the present opera- 
tions as guerilla warfare. ‘There never 
was an example more correctly described 
as guerilla warfare than that at present 
existing in South Africa. Guerilla war- 
fare is warfare in which the enemy divide 
themselves into a great number of small 
bands, avoid combats in the open and in 
large numbers, take advantage of the 
mountainous or marshy country, and 
dash about inflicting all the damage they 
can upon their opponents without risking 
a general engagement. That is guerilla 
warfare pure and simple, and that is 
exactly what is being carried on in South 
Africa. [ know of only one engagement 
during the past year which might be 
described as ordinary warfare, and that 
was the attack upon Genera: Clements’ 
force, the snecess of which seems to have 
been entirely due to the carelessness of 
certain officers in not entrenching the 
position at Nooitgedacht. 

With regard to the campaign in China, 
the Leader of the Opposition very properly 
asked the Leader of the House whether it 
was true that great crimes in’ the way 
of massacres and outrage of every kind 
had been committed by the Allied forces 
in China. The First Lord rather parried 
that question, and said that our Indian 
troops had conducted themselves well. | 
believe it is true that no case of serious 
outrage has heen proved against the troops 
which fought under British leadership in 
China; but that is not the case with regard 
to our allies, and the Government are 
very responsible for what has happened. 
outrages of a most 
unparalleled 


Massacres and 
atrocious and — almost 
character have been inflicted upon the 
Chinese non- combatant — pepulation, 
because our Government committed the 
terrible mistake of going with what they 
called the Concert of Europe into a mili- 
tary expedition into China. Nothing 
could possibly have turned out worse. 
It is true that we rescued the Legations, 
but we have gained no credit or advantage 
from the operations in China. Other 
Powers have gained, and we have lost, 
and we have inflicted upon the Chinese a 
sense of Christian cruelty and barbarity 
which I do not think can be wiped out in 
the course of centuries. I think the 
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Government ought to make some expres- 
sion of regret, at all events, if not of horror, 
at the deeds which have been committed 
upon harmless non-combatants in China 
by the forces of the Powers with whom 
they were acting, and I shall never 
lose an opportunity of making this 
protest, because I think that the whole- 
sale massacres by the Russians in Man- 
churia, and by the contingents of several 
Powers in Chi-le, constitute one of the 
most deplorable, disgraceful events which 
occurred in the course of the last century. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): Ithink that in 
the last words of the hon. Member for the 
Eeclesall Division the House generally 
will be inclined to concur, but into his 
previous discussion as to the academic 
point of the meaning of the term “ guerilla 
warfare "1 shall not enter. I remember 
a distinguished German general, who was 
employed by another Power with the 
consent of his own Government, telling 
me—to give me an idea of the futility of 
the military methods pursued outside 
hisown country—that a most distinguished 
staff student was once asked by him 
column and conduct it 
from one place to another upon 
the map, and to explain how he 
would do it, and the man began by 
asking whether it was a defensive or an 
offensive operation. I confess that it 
seems to me that we have to look at the 
essence of the war in which we are engaged 
and not to engage in discussions as to the 
particular meaning of words which may 
be employed. I desire to refer to the 
nature of the military operations in which 
we have been recently engaged. It appears 
to me to be a point peculiarly worthy of 
consideration on this occasion as compared 
with those which may be raised by Amend- 
ments which will be moved to-morrow, 
and on subsequent days of the debate. 
When we get the Army Estimates we 
shall discuss larger Army questions ; but 
this, it seems to me, is the proper, neces- 
sary, and practically only opportunity for 
discussing those events which have _ oc- 
curred since we last met, and which we 
have our first opportunity of criticising 
here to-day. 

What has happened since we were here 
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in December last? There has been an 
invasion of the remaining portion of 
Cape Colony, an invasion on a geographi- 
cal scale which the country has perhaps 
hardly realised of our old colony of 
territory which has been completely 
British since 1806, and where the in- 
vaders have reached and occupied for a 
considerable period districts which were 
settled with British settlers in 1820. 
That has been described by Government 
speakers as a mere raid, and the invaders 
have been termed “raiders.” Lord 
Kitchener has used that phrase. No 
reference whatever is made in the King’s 
Speech to that invasion; the Speech 
refers only to the war as not yet entirely 
terminated, and states that the capitals 
of the enemy and the principal lines of 
communication are in our possession. 
The country will hardly realise from 
those words that Sir Alfred Milner has 
been making speeches at Cape Town to 
guards raised for the defence of the capital, 
in which he has stated that an attack 
upon the capital itself is by no means 
outside the realms of possibility. Also 
since we last met a great deal of informa- 
tion has been afforded with regard to 
the details of matters which have previ- 
ously occurred in the war, and which 
have been subjects of discussion, but as 
to which no official information has been 
vouchsafed up to th» present time. As 
an example of the knowledge which has 
come to us of late; and of the necessity 
for that larger inquiry of which we have 
been told—an inquiry which, however, 
I fear will come after all the interest has 
departed and the value of the lessons 
to be learnt from these occurrences has 
evaporated and passed away—I may take 
the long-ago case of what happened at 
Waterval Drift. We have lately hada Blue- 
book laid before the House, which | suppose 
embodies, in the opinion of the Govern- 
ment and the generals, a sufficient and 
final account of that business. There 
is no reference whatever either to the 
magnitude of the losses which we suffered 
on that occasion or to the consequences 
of that loss. According to one account 
there were taken at Waterval Drift 173, 
and according to another account 175 
loaded store wagons, 3,000 trek oxen, and 
1} million days rations for the Army. 
Will the House believe that not the slight- 
est information has ever been given to us 


First Day. 








133 Address in Answer to 


officially as to the nature of that loss 
and its results on the position of the 
Army—results which may be imagined 
by those who have any acquaintance 
with military matters ! 

Then there is another matter. In reply 
to a question with regard to the necessity 
for inquiry, it was put forward, and 
assented to by the Under Secretary of 
State for War, that a reason for the in- 
quiry was the bearing which such know- 
ledge would have, not upon the satisfac- 
tion of idle curiosity, but upon the recruit- 
ing and training of the Army. That 
was a ground for the inquiry, and the 
ground upon which the inquiry was assen- 
tedto. I suppose it has been found neces- 
sary—and if that is alleged I shall yield 
to that necessity—to profess officially 
that the conduct of battalions all through 
has been uniform—that is to say, that 
there has been little to choose between 
battalion and battalion in this war. But 
if we are to have knowledge upon which 
we can really discuss the recruiting and 
training of the Army, we must deal with 
that delicate question of the differences 
which the war has shown between bat- 
talion and battalion. It is, of course, 
a very delicate question, and if I turn 
to the account given in these dispatches 
of the attack on Long Hill in the course 


ef the battle at Lombard’s Kop, and, 


when I remember letters in my posses- 
sion from officers who were present in 
that engagement, and are mentioned 
for gallantry in the dispatches, but have 
since been killed; and when I read the 
account of that attack given by Sir George 
White and passed by Sir Redvers Buller, 
Lord Roberts, and the Government, 
and laid before this House as the com- 
plete and, except for anything we may 
probe afterwards, the final account of 
this engagement, I find it impossible 
to believe that there is any intention 
of giving us any information to distin- 
guish the battalions. I hear a Member 
opposite suggesting that it is a difference 
in commanding officers. That may be 
alleged with regard to some of the opera- 
tions, but I am certain that on this ocea- 
sion that explanation cannot be given as 
a reason for the difference between the 
various infantry battalions engaged. As 
far as I am concerned, if that attitude 
is held to be necessary for the Army, | 
shall accept that view, and I shall not, 
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press for information on these subjects 
which the Government deliberately think 
it contrary to the interests of the Army to 
give. But I note the fact that when we 
have frequently before discussed these 
| matters in ,this House we have always 
| been told that we were right in main- 
taining that for our knowledge of the 
recruiting and training of the Army it 
is necessary that these things should 
be gone into. We now find they have 
not been gone into in the dispatches ; 
I believe they never will be, and I shall 
accept that if the Government say it is 
necessary. 

What is really new since we last met ? 
We have had a continued succession of 
those disasters on a small scale which 
marked the earlier stages of the war. 
Some have been officially brought before 
us in letters and telegrams ; some have 
not been mentioned, but have become 
known through the casualty lists. There 
have been constantly repeated captures of 
convoys in every portion of the field of 
operations, and we have the event at 
Helvetia on 31st December, the second 
affair at Lindley, and on 30th January 
the affair at Modderfontein. There have 
been a succession of similar incidents in 
Cape Colony itself. What has been the 
position in Cape Colony since we separ- 
ated ? When we were first told that the 
raiders had crossed the Orange River we 
were also told that they were being 
pursued, and that there was every proba- 
bility that they would be either headed 
back, stopped, or captured. That in- 
vasion went on, on the contrary, for six 
weeks. ‘Two columns of invaders crossed 
the whole of Cape Colony from the one end 
to the other; one column marched 300 
miles to the west coast,and another column 
marched 400 miles to the south coast. 
They were sitting for six weeks in the 
centre of the grain-growing districts of the 
colony, and I do not believe they will be 
driven out by the reinforcements now 
being dispatched ; but 1 do not believe 
they would have been there fcr those six 
weeks if the reasonable preparations had 
been made in advance which any reason- 
able men would have made. I was asked 
just now to what districts I was referring 
when I said the invaders had come to 
districts settled by the British in 1820. 
The hon. Member who asked will find that 
Uniondale, in the district of Port Eliza- 
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beth, where the Boer raiders penetrated , really aware of the position of a large 


for 400 miles from the Orange State, 400 ' 


miles across territory indisputably British 
since 1806, is in a district settled by the 
British in 1820. Let us take what has 
occurred for a longer period, what has 
been continuing, and what was already 
the case when we were here in in Decem- 
ber as regards a large portion of Cape 
Colony. Does the House realise—I am 
quite certain the country does not—what 
has been for months the position in the 
British Colony of the Cape, in Griqualand, 
and in Southern Bechuanaland? In 
Griqualand and in Southern Bechuana- 
land we hold only two or three spots here 
and there at distances averaging 80 or 
j0 miles apart. Every one of those spots 
is practically besieged ; they can have food 
and ammunition sent them only by armed 
and guarded convoys. Those convoys 
have been captured over and over again, 
and these who are responsible are in this 
position: that they have the greatest 
difficulty in supplying food and ammuni- 
tion, and they can only afford to employ 
the best mounted troops for the purpose ; 
because otherwise the convoys are too 
slow or too large, and cannot be adequately 
guarded. These posts are constantly 
summoned to surrender, and some do 
surrender, and their relief is a matter 
of the greatest difficulty. The reason for 
naming this, and the importance of the 
matter, is that it points to the absolute 
necessity of having such troops as are sent 
to these sterile districts efficient in the 
highest possible degree. You require not 
only mounted men, but something more 
than merely men with horses ; you re- 
quire men, if you can get them, who are 
the equals of the Boers. It is difficult to 
get these men; it is a matter of time to 
get them. The Australians and the New 
Zealanders have given us the_ best 
material of that class, and it is a matter of 
time to get them; and what this House 
ought to ask is whether the Government 
acted upon the information they had, 
whether they acted as reasonable men 
upon the probabilities of the case, whether 
they did as they were asked and as they 
were told, and whether they did it 
promptly and at the earliest moment, 
and whether they began to train the men 
—who are worse than useless without 
being trained --for purposes of this kind. 
I want to ask whether the House is 


portion of the enormous territories otf 
South Africa. Generals have to deal 
with districts in some cases 300 by 120 
miles in extent ; they have five or six 
garrisons dotted about; they have this 
small force of mounted troops ; they have 
to be perpetually sending these small 
eonvoys with food and ammunition, and 
their men and horses are worn out beyond 
all be'ie:. The -tra‘n an: the wear ane 
tear upon them, as they themselves de- 
s‘ribe it, is i possible for us to real’se. 

I wish to ask the Government these 
definite questions :| When did Lord Kitch- 
ener first ask for reinforcements of 
mounted men; for what number did he 
ask; and did he merely say “mounted 
men”? Because every letter that | receive 
from South Africa, and everything that | 
read about the campaign, leads me to 
imagine— what we had arrived at for 
ourselyes—that it is of the highest impor- 
tance in these sterile districts not to have 
useful men only, but men of first-class 
efficiency ; not men who ean hardly sit a 
horse, who are wholly untrained, who have 
not their wits about them, and who are 
not of a very high physical standard. 
These men are worse than useless, and 
only cause an additional strain on our 
resources. They are the men who may 
surrender too easily, while others would 
hold on to the bitter end. Such mer 
are in every way an encumbrance. — | 
feel certain that if Lord Kitchener asked 
for this larger number of mounted men, 
he did not mean so many men and so 
many horses, but competent men capa- 
ble of holding the field against the Boers. 
I cannot imagine what can be the use of 
untrained mounted men at the present 
time. Untrained infantry, I confess, 
may be of some use, for you have many 
officers of experience and old soldiers 
who could make them fit for service 
, while holding garrisons. But I cannot con- 
ceive what the use of untrained mounted 
men can be. Only men of the highest 
possible standard of training can be ot 
any utility at all. Now, when did the 
Government prepare for replacing the 
wounded and the stale men at present 
in South Africa? We know from the 
casualty list what the waste has been ; 
we know from the admissions of the 
Government themselves, and from letters 
from the seat of war, what the wear and 
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tear and strain has been. and we know 
their admitted anxiety to relieve portions 
ot the force in the field. But what we 
want to know is, to what extent and when 
they began to prepare and train these 
reinforcements ? In the official despatches 
we have a certain source of informa- 
tion which we can use before this House, 
apart from private letters signed by the 
writers. We have also articles which 
have been written by officers of high 
distinction, with their names attached. 
We do not know whether these ofticers 
have written with the leave of the Ad- 
jutant General or not. | know that this 
leave has been asked for in 
cases, and I[ believe that in 
it has been given. But when an ofticer 
who has been on the Headquarters Staff, 
and, in two or three other cases, officers 
who have held high position, men men- 
tioned in the despatches, write deliberately 
and calmly about the war, | think ,the 
House ought to pay a good deal of atten- 
tion to what they say. A most distin- 
guished officer on Sir Redvers Buller’s 
Headquarters Staff thus writes: “We have 
heen short of mounted men throughout the 
war.” That is the mistake the Govern- 
ment have made. It means that we have 
been short of trained mounted men 
throughout the war. The House has a 
right to know what preparation the 
Government have made for filling up 
the gaps in the trained mounted men, 
and also for supplying the reinforcements 
required. I[ take it that Lord Kitchener 
means reinforcements, and the Govern- 
ment themselves admitted that in the 
statement they made in January last. 
Now, it is doubtful whether in this war 
we have been able to keep up to our 
own standard of high efficiency. Making 
every allowance for the character of the 
country, I doubt whether we have kept 
up to the records of the marching and 
horse-mastership of the Indian Mutiny. 
I doubt whether the cavalry standard 
has not been unduly low judged by our 
own standard, and certainly comparing 
it with the great French War, with 
Prussian and Austrian and other recent 
experience. If we are right in thinking, as 
I do, that the Government have been send- 
ing out recently, at haphazard, hasty rein- 
forcements not confined to trained men, 
then I think the responsibility they 
have incurred, in face of the invasion of 
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Cape Colony, is very great indeed. 


I want to know is what Lord Kitchener 


asked for, and what the Government 
did. On 15th January they announced 
they were preparing 5.000 Yeomanry 
“to make good casualties,” and, as we 
know, “to relieve some men now in the 
ranks.” The Government run the risk 
in offering the high rate of pay alluded 
to on a previous occasion, of placing great 


difficulties in the way of recruiting the 


ordinary cavalry. On this question of the 
difference of standard, have the Govern- 
ment kept up the Yeomanry standard, 
so as to justify them in paying the 
high rate of pay they are now offering 
to the Yeomanry ! Now, one fact which. 
] think. goes to show that there was 
a decline in the standard when the Govern- 
ment decided to raise 5,000 more Yeomanry 
was that the riding test was made less 
complete than it was formerly. In the 
ease of the first Yeomanry sent out the 
riding test varied much ; in some counties 
it was very high, in other counties it was 
very far less high. But in the last case 
the Government themselves announced 
that the jump test for riding was abolished. 
I believe that was explained on the ground 
that jumping was not wanted in South 
Africa. But the jump test is the test 
that a man can really ride. There is 
something more wanted than mere riding 
or mere shooting in order to justify the 
high pay you are giving to those men 
you are sending out to South Africa 
You must have not only good riding 
but a high average of general intelligence 
and that horse-mastership which does not 
now prevail. Andwhat about the jump 
from 5,000 to 30,000 which was suddenly 
announced on the night of 6th February 7 
After the invasion of the southern part 
of Cape Colony had been going on for 
six months, suddenly the Government 
jumped from a demand for 5,000 to 30,000 
mounted men. But they include in that 
30,000 the original 5,000, the whole of the 


men for the police, so far as these have: 


been raised, and all the Colonial 
toreces for which credit had previously 
heen taken, and also Mounted Infantry 
reliefs from home and a_ certain 
number of cavalry—which I understood 
to mean “ heavy cavalry.” Now, we were 
told that the reason why the Household’ 
Cavalry were brought home was that heavy 
cavalry were least fitted to perforny 
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the work of mounted troops in South 
Africa. That may or may not be the 
case, but at all events the cavalry sent 
out now are heavy cavalry, or I suppose 
so, for they are the only cavalry we have 
to send. If that be so, and if the Army 
has really come to the end of its tether, 
if there is nothing left in the way of 
mounted men to send out, all the more 
need was there for the Government to 
foresee that state of things—that the in 
vasion of the Cape Colony was not a mere 
raid ; not to shut their eyes to the facts 
of the case, but to prepare months, not 
weeks ago for drafts and_ reinforce- 
ments of trained mounted men which, 
to my mind, there is no evidence they 
have yet prepared. 


These are the only questions which I 
wish to ask to-night, because it appears 
to me that it is far more important to 
press them on this occasion than to in- 
dulge in a general discussion on Army 
reform. It is very doubtful whether such 
a discussion will be any more fruitful this 
session than it was the last, when it was 
postponed till the war should be at an end. 
It is now a question of, at the end of the 
war, recreating an army which will then 
have ceased to exist ; because everyone 
knows that the position of our army in 
India is such that you have to set to work 
to recreate it. But that is not a matter 
which will be adequately dealt with this 
session. What we can do, however, is to 
press upon and force upon the Govern- 
ment, if the House of Commons does its 
duty, to give an answer to this question : 
How has the Government faced the emer- 
gency which has arisen since the invasion 
of Cape Colony began? I have spoken 
with a deep sense of responsibility in 
regard to every word I have said. One 
does not wish to quote or use the informa- 
tion which comes to one from those on 
whom the strain of this war is pressing 
very heavily at this time. Their judg- 
ment is not what it should be under 
present circumstances; but there has 
been given tome the opinion of the 
very highest military authority on this 
subject, whose name, of course, I cannot 
give to the House of Commons; and 
he says— 


“IT doubt much the value of the half-trained, 
hastily - thrown together units now being 
hurried out to South Africa.” 
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But I can quote a less great authority, and 
give his name, as to the mischief which 
occurred in an earlier portion of the cam- 
paign, when the system of the War Office 
was much less open to criticism than that 
now adopted. Major-General Mackinnon, 
who commanded the City of London 
Imperial Volunteers in South Africa, has 
> 
published his views on the subject and he 
uses these words— 

* Soon after ourarrival the mounted infantry 
went to the front. The sending of 
Volunteers straight into action is a proceeding 
which [I hope will not be regarded as a pre- 
cedent. They have not sufficient 
practice in the art of war to enable them to 
take their place straight away in the first 
line. . . . They cannot possibly be fit to 
do immediate duty alongside Regular troops.” 


Major-General Mackinnon, in fact, blames 
the Government for having sent these 
mounted men straight into the field ; and 
if the facts before me are true—if they 
are facts at all—far worse things are being 
risked or done now by despatching men 
who are not even Volunteers, but mere 
civilians and untrained recruits in many 
cases, out to South Africa, with the view 
of sending them at once into the field. To 
answer the appeal of Lord Kitchener for 
men to repel the invasion of Cape Colony 
by sending men whom he will not be able 
to use for two or three months is a merely 
illusory answer. The Government answer’ 
Lord Kitchener’s request by sending men 
who are worse and less trained than the 
men mentioned by Major-General Mac- 
kinnon. The half-trained mounted men 
of the Imperial City Regiment sent straisht 
into the field wee at leis Vel nteers ; 
but the men you are now sending are 
hardly as well chosen as the first ; and 
everyone in the House knows that money 
is being spent in paying these men, who- 
are but raw recruits, at the rte of officers, 
‘nd that they are being enlisted in com- 
petition with the Regular Army, and that 
naturally the effect on the regular recruit- 
ing must be disastrous. 

It is useless for us to engage in dis- 
cussions on general matters of Army 
reform. ‘This question must be dealt with 
at once ; the others must wait. I do not 
think, moreover, that the present Minister 
of War is an ardent Army reformer. He: 
may be a hard-working official in adminis- 
trative work, but not the man which the- 
occasion deserves or requires. I do not 
believe that we shall get from the present 
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Government, under his auspices, that root 


and branch reform of the Army which we 
most of us think necessary. 
wait. The matter before us now is to 
deal with the invasion of the Cape Colony 
and of Griqualand and Bechuanaland ; 
and, whatever may be our opinions in 
other respects, all must agree that it is the 
first duty of the Government to deal with 
this considerable invasion, which has been 
going on for months in one portion of the 
Cape Colony, and for many weeks in 
another, and which they have made no 
adequate preparation to repel. 


Captain MILDMAY — (Devonshire: 
Totnes): Amid the flow of eloquent testi” 
mony to the magnitude of the loss we have 
sustained by the death of our beloved 
Queen, silence on such a subject would 
seem most becoming in those who can add 
nothing to what has already been so well 
said; yet so ever present is our sense of 
grief, so completely does it fill our minds 
and fora time blot out all else,that it is not 
possible to refrain from at least faintly 
echoing the wail which has gone up from 
the whole nation. The nation rejoices in 
the belief that His Majesty the King 
inherits many of those qualities which 
conduced to make the reign of his mother 
memorable above all others ; and that he 
may be given health and strength to dis- 
charge the difficult duties of his position, 
and long to reign over us, is our earnest 
prayer. 

All absorbing as is our sense of the loss 
we have sustained, we must turn to other 
matters which claim our attention, and 
primarily to the fact that war still con- 
tinues. There is one class of critics—not, 
J fear, a small class—who are little deserv- 
ing of sympathy ; I mean those who, as 
long as things go right, are full of loud- 
voiced confidence in the justice of their 
cause, only to become doubters and petu- 
lant critics in times of difficulty. Forget- 
ful of the difticulty—I had almost said the 
impossibility—of tackling opposing forces 
which never wait, never make a stand, in 
a tract of country as big as Europe, every 
remote corner of which is known to them 
by heart—forces which, in face of any 
difficulty, can melt away only to reassem- 
ble at some predetermined spot whence 
dooting operations can again be begun ; 
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forgetful of the inherent difficulties of the 
South African situation—these petulant 
critics, with amusing assumption of self- 
confidence, abuse in no measured terms 
the War Office and the Headquarters 
Staff, and blame the Government that the 
war is not over. 

It will be remembered that, in answer 
to complaints by the Opposition leaders of 
the disfranchising results of a dissolution 
in the autumn, it was pointed out by 
supporters of the Government that the 
absence of so many of their adherents at 
the front would tell heavily against them. 
The rejoinder was that so inept had been 
the management of the war by the Govern- 
ment that, to a man, those at the front 
would vote to expel them from office. Let 
hon. Members disabuse their minds of any 
such impression. Returning trom South 
Africa, one reads a good many extra- 
ordinary accounts from the front which 
cause one to smile. Desperate efforts have 
been made to blame Lord Lansdowne, and, 
through Lord Lansdowne, to throw dis- 
credit on the Government, for hardships 
which even those who have undergone 
them have felt to be more or less insepar- 
able from a state of war. Now, of course, 
there was great shortness of supplies from 
time to time, but [ return from South 
Africa impressed with the marvellous work 
of those connected with this department. 
It must be remembered that the German 
military authorities said that the supply 
of so large an army in the field at sucha 
distance from its base, over a single line of 
rails, was impossible. In apportioning our 
praise and blame, do not let us forget the 
valuable services of the Army Service 
Corps, who made this impossibility pos- 
sible. There is another body of men who 
are in danger of being forgotten. I allude 
to the officials of the Cape railways. With- 
out the most self-sacrificing devotion to 
duty on their part, the German prediction 
might well have been fulfilled. As I have 
said, I am not concerned to deny the 
shortness of food supplies at times. | 
have got good reason to know, for I served 
with General Rundle’s division, concern- 
ing which a question was asked in the 
House. So short were we at one time 
that guardsmen used to come into our 
lines in the early morning and offer 4 
shilling for a biscuit. But does the House 
suppose that on this account the men 
went about whining, howling, and abusing 
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the Government, as some would have us 
believe? No! they took the rough with 
the smooth as every good soldier ought to 
do, and every good soldier did do. They 
did not know whether the shortness was 
due to miscalculations of a supply officer, 
or to the inherent difficulty of the country 
in which we were operating ; but, at any 
rate, it never crossed their minds to lay 
the blame on a parsimonious Government, 
mindful, as they were, of the masses of 
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stores we had seen piled up in endless , 


profusion at every part of our advance up 
the country. 

We read in the papers of a great many 
gallant actions by individuals. Certain 
regiments have earned undying fame, but 
do not let us forget that the same spirit 
permeated every soldier of the Queen in 
South Africa, though to all was not given 
the same opportunity of showing it. 
There were some in South Africa whose 
work has not been much before the public, 
but who have contributed in no small 
degree to the success of our arms. | 
allude, amongst others, to those to whom 
was entrusted the duty of guarding the 
lines of communication. They had no 
chance of distinguishing themselves, in 
the sense that their doings did not appear 
in print. But, none the less, they had a 
very hard, a very anxious, and a very 
dangerous time of it. Then, I do not 
think that it is realised the extent to 
which the success of an army in the field 
depends upon efficient management at 
the base. On our arrival at Cape Town we 
saw immense quantities of stores piled up, 
mountains high, in all directions. These 
stores were being removed by mule teams 
and mule wagons, by tramways, trains, 
and traction engines, and it struck one 
how capable must be the master-mind to 
control all that, and to evolve order out of 
what looked like chaos. For whatever 
may be said, I shall always maintain that 
the management of this department was a 
model of orderly efficiency. 

After all, the thing which above all 
others impressed itself on those who 
were at the front was the irreproachable 
behaviour of the rank and file. A great 
deal has been said about it in the press 
and by the Commander-in-Chief, but 
I doubt whether even now those at 
home realise of how high a quality was 
their courage. It was not merely a 
dashing courage—what the French call 
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élan—they had plenty of that and to 
spare ; but it was rather a calm and 
deliberate courage, a courage which 
‘aleulates the danger, keeps its head 
cool and goes doggedly through with 
the business on hand. That sort of 
courage is far rarer; but it prevailed 
amongst our troops to a degree that 
called for the admiration of all the foreign 
attaches. And then, with what un- 
complaining patience was suffering en- 
dured—that was always being brought 
home to one. I remember one action 
in particular, at Biddulphsberg, in which 
two battalions of Guards suffered very 
severely in killed and wounded. ‘To 
add to the horrors of the situation of 
the latter a veldt fire broke out from 
which, for them, there was no means 
of escape, and by which in many cases 
they were severely burned and scorched 
as they lay. Add to all this the fact 
that there was a severe frost that night 

13 to 15 degrees I think it was—and that 
many of these wounded were not brought 
into the Field Hospital until 3 a.m., 
when so severe was the frost that the 
ice had frequently to be broken in the 
pails at the dressing tent! The House 
can realise what suffering this involved. 
The principal medical officer afterwards 
gave me a vivid description of the scene. 
Never, said he, had he seen intense 
suffering so nobly borne. ‘The same 
patient endurance was characteristic 
of the whole Army in South Africa. 
It is impossible to speak too highly of 
the material of which the Yeomanry 
was composed. Not only was their 
behaviour exemplary in times of danger, 
but they could be trusted to discharge 
any duties confided to them with intelli- 
gence, all power of individual initiative 
not having been crushed out of them 
by drill-book methods. They were always 
cheerful, always ready to volunteer for 
any dangerous work, always anxious 
to ensure the safety of their officers at 
any risk to themselves. What wonder 
that one became deeply attached to such 
men. What wonder that on one’s 
return one feels indignation at the cul- 
pable readiness of a certain section of 
this House to believe evil against those 
who are doing the nation’s work in South 
Africa—the same section which  ap- 
proaches the consideration of any inter- 
national question with the preconvic- 
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tion that their own country must be in 
the wrong. Do not they realise that 
by leaving no stone unturned to blacken 
the character of our soldiers they are 
doing all they possibly can to increase 
the bitterness between Boer and Briton 
and to make it more lasting? As to 
the publications of that precious Con- 
ciliation Committee, it would appear 
there is no anonymous nonsense which 
they are not prepared to swallow, sO 
long as it is derogatory to the British 
soldier. Where do they get their tales 
from? Where do they hear of the 
scandalous treatment of women, and 
the gutting of the churches? We never 
heard anything about it in South Africa, 
and [ am glad to think that in the face 
of the deliberate declaration of Lord 
Roberts that never was the conduct of 
an Army in the field so exemplary, very 
little credence will be attached to them 
by the general public. 

Then there was another charge against 
the Yeomanry and the Volunteers, to 
which the Member for Battersea gave 
circulation. To them, he said, the whole 
campaign was a picnic; they received 
exceptional treatment; they had not 
shares in the hardships of others, and, 
to use his own words, “ this preferential 
treatment had created a profound feeling 
of dissatisfaction, amounting in some 
cases to positive jealousy.” At the 
moment when that charge was made 
| pointed out how baseless it was, and 
said that if there was one thing more 
than another of which the Yeoman was 
proud it was that he had heen treated 
exactly in the same way as the Regulars. 
They performed the most menial duties, 
what I may call the most revolting 
duties of camp life, cheerfully, without 
grumbling ; they were even happy in 
the doing of them. As far as food was 
concerned, they had the same rations as 
the Regulars, and very short they were 
at times. With them they were reduced 
to half-rations, and even quarter-rations. 
Our officers’ mess had no tinned stores 
from home. We drew the same rations 
of meat and biscuit as the men. The 
House can now judge what justification 
there was for the assertion of the hon. 
Member for Battersea that the Yeomen 
“sheltered behind zerebas of Fortnum 
and Mason’s delicacies and tinned food.” 
{n one respect the Yeomen were far 


Capt. Mildmay. 


{COMMONS} 


the King’s Speech. 146 


worse off than the Regulars, I mean 
with regard to fresh supplies of clothing, 
Thes reached the Regulars, but never 
a chance did the Yeoman have of. re- 
newirg his wardrobe. I have a vivid 
recollection of the appearance of my 
own men in the course of the operations 
which resulted in the capture of General 
Prinsloo’s forces. Their tunics were 
hanging in rags, their bare legs showing 
through the rents of their breeches, 
and in some cases they wound their 
putties round their boots in a vain en- 
deavour to keep sole and uppers together, 
I do not know what we should have 
done but for the kindness of General 
Clements’ brigade major, who took pity on 
us and handed over to us some “ British- 
warm’ coats which had been sent up 
country for the Malta Mounted Infantry, 
Unfortunately, the Regulars had ab- 
sorbed all his stock of boots, so that all 
we could do was to replace such boots 
as would no longer hold together by 


some Boer lawn-tennis shoes made of 
canvas. But in spite of serious hard- 
ships—want of food, want of clothing, 


having only one blanket whereas the 
Regulars had two—a very serious de- 
ficiency in view of the great cold at nights 
—the Yeoman was always cheerful, 
always whistling as he turned out of his 
hoar-frosty blanket in the early morning 
before sunrise. 

Now, in all seriousness, does not the 
Member for Battersea owe 
ot apology to these Yeomen, who, after 
all, have done their very best to do their 
work as good soldiers should? As a 
recompense for his thoughtless asser- 
tions, | do not wish him a more serious 
punishment than for a month to be 
subjected to such a diet of attenuated 
trek ox as we had to put up with. | do 
not think that after it he would be quite 
so—well, comfortable-looking as he was 
when last I saw him. I have denied 
that there was any jealousy between 
the Yeomanry and the Regulars, and 
cannot hon. Members understand that 
in face of such work as has to be done 
out there there is no room for petty 
jealousies of this kind ? We have always 
heard a great deal of the tendency war 
has to make men hard, to brutalise them ; 
but to my surprise, as was said by the 
seconder of the Address to the Crown, 
war would seem to have an exactly 
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opposite effect. It seemed to soften the 
men, to make them feel for others, to 
make them forgetful of self in their 
anxiety to help those around them. It 
is true that one saw sights out there 
upon which one could hardly bear to 
look at home, but they only seemed to 
fill the men with infinite pity and to 
increase what I can only call the feeling 
of brotherhood by which all at the 
front were animated. Having served 
with such men, the House will realise 
with what warmth one would wish to 
repudiate the aspersions which have 
heen made upon them. 

Amid the constant flow of criticism on 
ali that goes on at thefront, one finds some 
complaints of the severity of the methods 
by which the war has been waged, com- 
plaints which have been voiced by the 
so-called Conciliation Committee. — It is, 
| think, universally admitted that noth- 
ing could have been more humane, 
more gentle, than Lord Roberts’s treat- 
ment of our opponents as we advanced 
up the Free State. Any ho handed 
in their arms and gave in their sub- 
mission were given return 
to their farms, on taking the oath of 
neutrality. We were not allowed to 
take their their property was 
respected, guards were even put over it. 
And urgent as was our need of remounts, 
the wisdom of such a conciliatory course 
then appeared to be plain. Unfortu- 
nately, experience has given us a clearer 
insight into the Boer character. We 
know something now of the importance 
attached by our opponents to the oath 
of neutrality. Everyone who has been 
brought into contact with the Boers, 
who has had frequent opportunity, as | 
have had, of conversing with Boer 
prisoners, will know—I say it advisedly— 
will know that, taking the generality of 
the Boers, there is no such word as 
honour in their vocabulary—honour, | 
mean, as we define it. To be successful 
by dishonourable means, to be cleverly 
dishonourable—to use their own word, 
to be “ slim “—-is to command their admi- 
ration. It would seem that they do not 
believe in any motive but that of self- 
interest. To be swayed by considerations 
of justice or mercy is, in their opinion, 
to show weakness, and that is why they 
never could understand our surrender 
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sense we intended. So far from looking 
upon our conduct as magnanimous and 
putting it down to our sense of justice. 
they were convinced that it was only 
fear which dictated it, and it but added 
contempt to their previous dislike to us. 
So, in the present instance, after much 
conversation with Boer prisoners, | am 
convinced that, so far from conciliating 
them thereby, they have the greatest 
contempt for our humane treatment of 
them, and honestly attribute it to de- 
spicable weakness of character. As | 
have said, believing in the word of the 
Boers who surrendered, we allowed 
them their liberty and thereby enor- 


mously increased our difficulties. What 
has happened has been graphically 


described by one who was fighting with 
the Boers, and has published a book in 
Paris. He calls himself a subaltern of 
Villebois Mareuil. I translate his words— 

‘*How is it possible to get at and crush 
adver-aries who continually decline to fight 
and who bolt as soon as a blow is dealt at 
them’? Are they too closely pressed? each 
yoes off as he likes in a different direction, and 
the commando of 500 men which yesterday 
attacked a small convoy is to-day melted 
away before a column of 2,000 men sent to 
capture. If one of these men is too near the 
English lines, the first farm that he comes 
across offers him a refuge; his rifle is slipped 
under a plank, his horse put out to graze, the 
white flag floats over the house, and Her 
Majesty the (Jueen has no more inoffensive 
servant than our burgher for twenty-four 
hours. Then, if the English authority is still 
too near, an old gun js carried to it as a sign 
of submission and the oath -f neutrality is 
taken. As soon as the English are gone, the 
goo: rifle is brought out, the horse is mounted 
and once more en route.” 


This is remarkable testimony from one 
who has fought with the Boers, and it 
is corroborated by the fact that the Boers 
who have recently fallen into our hands 
have in some cases had no less than 
half-a-dozen passes upon their persons, 
involving an oath six times taken. 
There is no truer axiom in war than that 
“Stern methods are the most humane.” 
as likely the sooner to put an end to such 
war. We now know that the Boer 
has no regard for the sanctity of an oath ; 
and will anyone deny the justice of the 
steps which have been taken, steps necess- 
arily involving hardship to many, to 
remove the impression that the neu- 
trality pass issued to our conquered foe 
is to be used as a pass to the first com- 
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mando which comes along? We still 
have a heavy job in hand, requiring 
steadfast patience; but we shall not weary 
of the task, because, though the way is 
long, we know it to be the right way. 
I had the honour to sit in this House 
with Mr. John Bright for two Parlia- 
ments. Nowthere must be many sitting 
on this side who could not always see 
eve to eve with John Bright, but at any 
rate they will admit this of him : they 
will admit that when once he had 
made up his mind what was the right 
view of a question to take, when once 
he had satisfied himself of the righteous- 
ness of his view, he stuck to that view 
through thick and thin. That is what 
we intend to do. The overwhelming 
majority of the nation is satisfied of the 
justice of the course which we are pursu- 
ing, and Englishmen all the world over 
mean to see this thing through. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) : I do not 
rise for the purpose of expressing any 
opposition to the Gentleman who has 


just sat down. I have no doubt he 


showed all that gallantry and spirit one 
would expect from him. We all know, 
also, and I quite agree with him, that 
we have heard comparatively few com- 
plaints. I think there has never been 
au war whose sufferings and hardships 
have been less redeemed by excitement. 
It has been a dull and dreary war, and 
it is all the more to the credit of the troops 
that they have borne the hardships in 
the way they have done. I do think 
that the hon. Member has chosen a very 
singular example to illustrate the case 
when he introduced the name of John 
Bright. because there is nothing for 
which we remember John Bright better, 
and honour him more, than the way 
in which, in a far smaller minority than 
that in which those who object to the 
war stand now, he stood up in defiance 
of unpopularity and abuse and_ pro- 
tested against the war in the Crimea. 
Before | part with the hon. Member, I 
must express my regret that, after vindi- 
catingashe has welldone the Yeomanry,he 
should have allowed himself to indulge 
in an attack on the Boers not only con- | 
trary to the evidence as we have it 
who know the Boers 
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thoroughly—Mr. Selous, and men who 
have lived with them for many years— 
but also contrary to the testimony of a 
number of distinguished British officers 
like General Porter, that the conduct of 
the Boers has been quite up to the 
average conduct of troops in time of war, 
I regret that the language of the hon, 
Gentleman did not do eredit to the 
chivalrous spirit which ought to animate 
an opponent. 

I rose because it seemed to me that 
the speech of the right hon. Centle- 
man the First Lord ot the ‘Treasury re- 
quired a few words of notice. ‘This is an 
important occasion. Parliament meets 
in the middle of a war which has been 
prolonged beyond our expectations, and 
an opportunity is given tor the Govern- 
ment to state their views, and if possible 
to cheer the country, and at any rate to 
tell the country what they think of the 
position in which the country finds 
itself. | must say that I never listened 
to a speech of the right hon. Gentleman 
with more disappointment. He ap- 
peared to me to have very little sense of 
the gravity of our present position. He 
threw no light on the present state of 
things, and indicated no policy for the 
future. He merely confined himself to 
the barren phrases we have heard so 
often before, and did not give us any 
reason to believe that the Government 
realised the gravity ot the position, nor, 
on the other hand, that he would take 
any steps to shorten the war by nego- 
tiation. The speech of my right hon. 
friend the Member for the Stirling 
Burghs was couched, | think everyone 
will admit, in a spirit of seriousness of 
thought, and it contained a great many 
points which were well worthy of con- 
sideration. The right hon. Gentleman 
did not try to answer these. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is exactly 
what I did do. 


Mr. BRYCE: 


| failed to discover in the 


I can only say—it may 
be my fault 
tu quoques ot the right hon. Gentleman 
any serious arguments in reply to my 
right hon. friend. We were told nearly 
two years ago, before the war broke out, 
that every speech made here would be an 
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encouragement to the Boers to persevere 
in resisting the demands made by the 
Government, and we have been told ever 
since that every word said here in con- 
demnation of the war or of the methods 
by which it is being conducted would be 
an encouragement to the enemy. There 
is not the slightest evidence that any 
word spoken here has ever had the 

slightest influence with the Boers. It is 
an idea of the right hon. Gentleman, 


which he continually throws out here for : 


the purpose of silencing criticism. I 
submit that this House is not to be 
silenced in that way. It is our duty in 
the great council of the nation to say 
what we think about the state of things 
and the conduct of the war, and we can- 
not prevent what is said here from going 
abroad. But is that any reason why we 
should not tell the people what we believe 
to be right?) The right hon. Gentleman 
cited a speech made by the Colonial Secre- 
tary, and he seemed to imply that the 
right hon. Gentleman ought not to have 
made that speech, because, forsooth, 
some paper in South Africa misrepre- 
sented him. Is that an argument to be 
addressed to the House of Commons? If 
that argument is to beused, much more 
might be said of the speech of the Secre- 
tary of State for War. That was a speech 
that might have given encouragement 
to the Boers to hold out longer against 
us. The position is a very grave one, 
and I cannot say that the light way the 
(rovernment take it lightens our sense of 
the gravity. What confidence can we 
place in them tor the future, seeing that 
alltheir past predictions have been wrong? 
They thought the Transvaal would sub- 
mit ; they thought £10,000,000 would 
be sufficient for the war; they thought 
that the war would be over in three 
months; and even as late as last Septem- 
ber they said the war was practically over. 
The right hon. Gentleman endeavoured 
to shelter himself behind the statement 
that the same impression prevailed in 
other quarters. 
Gentleman say that the Cabinet last 
September knew no more than the man 
in the street ? Had he no information 
in September which was not shared by 
the whole country? [“No.”] Then he 
ought to have had. It is a scandal 
that the Government should not possess 
hetter information. There were certain 
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facts which were pretty patent. The 
lines of communications were of enormous: 
length, and the Government must have 
known how many men were required for 
them. They ought also to have known 
the rate at.which the men and the horses. 
were wearing out, and they must have 
known something about the plans of the 
Boers. From June last the Boers con- 
tinued to say that even after the capitals 
were occupied the war was not at an end, 
but only beginning. It wasthought that 
this was an empty brag, but we know now 
that the Boers hada plan, and in carrying 
that plan out they have madethe second 
portion of the war more painful, more 
weary, and more exhausting than the 
first part. 

It appears to me that we have nothing 
but a record of error to look back upon. 
Nothing more inconsistent was ever pub- 
lished by the generals of an invading 
army than the list of proclamations. The 
policy of farm-burning is now admitted 
to be a hideous blunder. It appears to 
me that the Government are simply 
drifting. They do not seem to realise 
either the necessity of sending out proper 
reinforcements or the desirableness of 
bringing the war to an end. In the 
meantime there is a serious wastage of 
men anda piling up of debt going on. 
There are two policies open. One is to 
persevere in the demand for uncon- 
ditional surrender. I confess I was not 
able to follow the subtleties of the right’ 
hon. Gentleman. People with arms in 
their hands are to throw down their 
arms. I think that was a most unwise 
policy. That is what unconditional sur- 
render means. 


* Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is not 


what is asked for. It is in the Papers. 


Mr. BRYCE: There are no two pro- 
clamations that agree. I defy you to state: 
from the proclamations what the policy 
of the Government is. They may spend 
more money and send out more men. 
That may go on for a time, the length of 
which we cannot’ possibly foresee. | 
have no doubt that we shall wear out the: 
Boers in the long run. But what will! 
it come to? It will not be peace; it’ 
would.be merely am intermission of war,. 
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a suspension of hostilities. The Boer 
armies will in all probability not make 
any regular or formal surrender, but, 
like the rivers of their own country, will 
vanish into the ground. They will 
scatter into remote parts of their own 
territory, and some into the territories of 


Portugal and Germany. You will not 
have secured peace. You will have 
secured a temporary truce. That was 


one of the dangers of the situation, and 
that is why I think it was a fatal mis- 
take to reject the proposals for negotia- 
tions which were made by the Republics 
last spring. The Government ought to 
have taken that opportunity to enter 
into negotiations and to have announced 
a policy. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Uncondi- 
tional surrender of the Governments— 
that is the point ; it is not of individuals. 


Mr. BRYCE: That is not so. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: [I would 
like to make the point clear. Lord 
Roberts, in his letter in answer to Sir 
Redvers Buller, explained clearly. He said 
that what he asked for was, as regards 
the Governments, unconditional — sur- 
render, and that he would require with 
regard to individual soldiers that they 
should be willing to lay down their arms, 
‘to take the oath of neutrality, and to go 
back to their farms, and their property 
would be respected. That was the idea 
of unconditional surrender, which meant 
the abandonment of the idea of separate 
political independence. 


Mr. BRYCE: That is not a declara- 
tion of policy applicable to the Boers in 
‘general. That is a letter from Lord 
Roberts to Sir Redvers Buller. 


*THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord StTaNntey, Lan- 
cashire, Westhoughton): It is exactly 
‘in the same terms in which he sent it 
to the other generals in the field. 


Mr. BRYCE: If that is the case, I 
ithink it is very unfortunate that it does 
not appear in the despatches. I say that 
«a demand for the uncenditional surrender 
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of the Governments was asking the 
Governments to leave themselves abso- 
lutely to your merey. The right hon. 
Gentleman says that what was meant 
was merely that they could not 
in future have any independence as 
Republics. That is a totally different 
thing. I perfectly understand it was 
open to His Majesty's Government to 
say, “We will not allow you to retain 
absolute independence.” But if the 
Government intended to adopt a policy 
of that kind, and to offer terms which 
merely excluded the future indepen- 
dence of the two Republics, it was their 
duty to have made that clear, and to have 
thrown on the Republics the responsi- 
bility of rejecting their offer, which | 
submit had never been properly made. 
What the Government has done is, i 
think, to drive to despair an enemy 
whose bravery deserves greater respect. 
All their homes have been burnt, their 
sons and brothers have perished in the 
war, their wives and children have been 
scattered, and they have nothing left to 
live for except a desire for revenge and 
their passion for independence. You 
have driven them to despair, and it is for 
you to try and bring them back from 
that state. Even if they are not capable 
—as I believe they are not—of ultinately 
resisting, they are nevertheless capable of 
inflicting great future injury upon us 
You will prevail in the end, but you will 
prevail at a cost of a great further loss of 
valuable lives and a great further loss of 
money, and then when the Boers have 
disappeared into the ground chey will 
reserve themselves with dog ze patience 
ustil their tus: comes some day. Mean- 
time yon have devastated the country, 
you have atenated the Dutch in Cape 
Colony, and you have the poss. bilty 
betore you ot having to hold not oaly the 
two Republics, but also Cape Colony, with 
a garrison estimated at from 30,000 to 
50,000 men, costing five millions a year. 

That is the prospect before you if 
you persevere in your policy of uncon- 
ditional surrender. I believe the only 
alternative to that policy is the policy of 
offering terms to the generals in the 
field against you. [Hon. Mempers: 
What terms ?] It is not for me to say 
what terms, but [ will indicate what 
terms I believe to be good. However, 
my first point is that you should en- 
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deavour to get into negotiation with the 
generals in the field instead of adopting 
the plan of sending men who are called 
peace envoys, but who are, as I believe, 
and as far as I can make out, really emis- 
saries intended to seduce the troops 
from their loyalty, and to draw away 
individual soldiers from these generals. 
If your pride will not allow you to open 
communication with the generals, and 
to state in the clearest possible way 
what terms you are prepared to offer, 
there is another plan which I and many 
others think should be adopted. They 
are not the terms which the Government 
would give, nevertheless I will tell the 
House what they are. In matters of 
this kind one must not be afraid of being 
in a minority; we have the interests 
of the country to consider, and that 
ought to unlock all our lips. I have 
always said that it would be far safer if 
instead of annexing the two Republics 
we turned them into Protected States, 
strictly disarmed, deprived of all foreign 
relations, and rendered helpless for any 
kind of mischief, but not making them 
Crown colonies. I know that that is 
an idea that the Government will not 
entertain, and I will acknowledge also 
that I believe that it is an idea which 
the country does not desire. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): May 


[ ask how you would disarm them ? 


Mr. BRYCE: I really cannot enter 
into a discussion on every interruption 
across the floor of the House. But 
there is another plan much better than 
that proposed by the Government, and 
that is to endeavour, if we can, to secure 
to these States something like the free- 
dom enjoyed in Canada and Australia, 
subject to the general supremacy of 
Great Britain, subject to the British 
flag, and to complete control by British 
officers in all matters in which contro 
is necessary. I believe, in other words, 
that what we ought to avoid is what are 
called Crown colonies. I believe that 
Crown colony government is about the 
worst thing that you can try, because 
the Boers have recollections of the way | 
in which they were governed between | 
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1877 and 1880. They remember Sir 
Owen Lanyon, and all that went on in 
those days, and they would be most 
unwilling to be put at the mercy of 
irresponsible officers in a Crown colony. 
Again, you would have under the Crown 
colony system a maximum of friction 
with the British residents, and I venture 
to believe that you would not hold these 
countries for five years without making 
such a government most unpopular with 
the British element. Natal has been 
mentioned, but Natal was then a small 
place growing up. The right hon. 
Gentleman alluded to the case of the 
military occupation of the Southern 
States of America, but there is some- 
thing more to be said about that. He 
cited it as an instance of the necessity 
of maintaining military government. The 
truth is that the maintenance of military 
government and the dis ranchisement 
of the whites in the Southern States 
was a very bad policy. It worked very 
ill, and produced a crop of hideous out- 
rages, and the best day that dawned 
for the Southern States was when the 
military forces of the United States 
were withdrawn in 1877. It was not 
the maintenance of military government 
but the withdrawal of it that made 
those States reconciled. I do not for a 
moment say that immediately the last 
arm is laid down you can establish self- 
government in these countries. I have 
never said that. Clearly the countries 
must be pacified, but you must also 
remember how Crown colony govern- 
ment is known to these people, and that. 
in the words of the Prime Minister, it 
may last for generations. Moreover, it 
will excite disgust and suspicion in the 
minds of the Dutch in South Africa. 
Therefore I do suggest to the Govern- 
ment that they should make a new 
departure and offer much better terms 
and a much better guarantee than has 
yet been offered to these people that 
they would be governed according to 
their own ideas. [Several Hon. Men- 
BERS : “ No” and “ Never.” | 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, FE.) : 


You say 
“ Never ’—all right ! 


Mr. BRYCE: [ do not follow these 
interruptions, but my own point of view 
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is that you must in some way or other 
convey to the inhabitants of these two 
Republics that you are not going to 
subject them to an indefinite continu- 
ance of autocratic government, but that 
you are prepared to promise them self- 
governing institutions in a very short 
time—institutions under which they 
may have all the freedom that is com- 
patible with the prevention of future 
insurrection. ‘The only limitation that 
I would put upon the measure of self- 
government to be given to them is that 
there should be no possibility of a future 
rising against the British Crown. | believe 
in that plan you will find a far better 
chance of peace in the future than in 
the policy of unconditional surrender. 
If you offer terms to these people that 
they can accept, you will have some 
chance at least that they will endeavour 
to work the new system, and that they 
will enter into it in a loyal spirit. If, 
on the other hand, you insist on the 
opposite policy, you will be only preparing 
for future trouble. 

I do most earnestly wish that right 
hon. Gentlemen opposite would realise 
that whatever we say on this subject 
we are animated not by any desire to 
criticise them, but solely by a desire to 
avoid those evils we see in the future of 
South Africa. We do not wish to have 
these territories governed by torce, or the 
people, hitherto free, ruled as by tyrants, 
and by the expenditure of immense 
sums annually in maintaining a garrison, 
with the danger of insurrection when 
we are in difficulty in any part of the 
world. We believe that it is only by a 
conciliatory policy that we have any 
chance of re-establishing permanent 
government in the two Republics, and, 
what is not less important, of recovering 
the good will of the people at the Cape. 
I believe that if we persist in the policy 
so far indicated we will be only increasing 
our difficulties and prolonging the period 
when our hands will be fettered and 
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our most gracious and loved Queen, 
Having said that, I must say that my 
satisfaction is, I] believe, shared very 
generally throughout the House, and 
most certainly by Gentlemen sitting on 
this side of the House, at the speech 
delivered by my hon. and gallant friend 


,the Member for the Totnes Division of 


our power of action weakened in every | 
‘ment to take action with reference to a 


other part of the world where there are 
sritish interests. 


Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Slea- 
ford) : I desire to associate myself with 


the expressions of sorrow which have | 


been so freely expressed on the loss the | 
country has sustained by the death of grievous sickness anda good many of them 


Mr. Bryce. 


Devon, who has played such a gallant 
and important part in the proceedings 
in South Africa. The House listened 
with the greatest satisfaction to that 
speech, as coming from a man who him- 
self has been present throughout a great 
part of this war, who has shared in its 
hardships, and who has witnessed for 
himself the heroism of our gallant 
soldiers, and the House generally heard 
with the greatest satisfaction his indig- 
nant repudiation of the reflections cast 
upon them by some hon. Members in 
this House. I desire also to take this 
opportunity of saying how thoroughly 
and entirely I endorse the view expressed 
by my right hon. friend the Leader of 
the House with reference to our future 
policy and our future conduct in bringing 
this war to a conclusion. I do not 
desire to make any observations on that 
subject, but I trust that the difficulties 
of the past will be recognised by His 
Majesty’s Government, and that ample 
and sufficient preparation, even in addi- 
tion to that already made, if it be neces- 
sary, will be steadily pressed forward by 
the Government, with a view—whatever 
may be the difticulties of the case—of 
bringing this war to as rapid a conclusion 
as may be. 

And now, with the permission of the 
House, I pass from these observations 
in order to refer to a subject which has 
not yet been mentioned in the speeches 
delivered this evening. It was with 
disappointment and regret I saw that 
neither in the gracious Speech from the 
Throne nor in the utterances of Ministers 


themselves was there the _ slightest 
indication of any intention whatever 


on the part of His Majesty’s Govern- 


subject which is undoubtedly of the 
utmost importance at the present time. 
I refer to the startling and serious epi- 
demic at Manchester and other parts of 
the country by which so many of His 
Majesty’s subjects have suffered most 
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have been killed, and which has spread | 


such consternation and alarm through- 
out the country. 


resulted from this epidemic have been 
little Jess than 100, and, although we 
have no definite figures submitted to us, 
| have no doubt that at least some four 
thousand to five thousand people have 
been affected by this epidemic. No one 
can deny that this is a very grave and 
very startling state of affairs, and that 
it deserves the attention of the Govern- 
ment ; and the Government cannot be 
surprised if, on my part and on the part 
of other hon. Members, and also on the 
part of a large section of the public, there 
will be great disappointment and great 
regret that 
rently, so far as future action is con- 
cerned, there is no intention of legisla- 
ting with regard to this matter. His 
Majesty's Government appear to have 
ignored it. We know from our expe- 
rience in this House that the Govern- 
ment have often found it convenient and 
sometimes urgently necessary to take 
action with regard to questions which 
have not been mentioned in the Speech 
irom the Throne. My object to-night 
is to press on the Government not only 
the importance, but, in my humble judg- 
ment, the extreme urgency of this ques- 
tion—a question which undoubtedly 
affects very closely the lives and health 
of a great portion of the community. I 
desire also, if I can by any means succeed 
in doing so, to elicit from the Govern- 
ment some definite assurance that during 
the present session they will introduce, 
and do their utmost to carry, such a 
measure or measures as may be needed 
in reference to this question, and which 
will have the effect of preventing a possi- 
bility of danger or even apprehension 
of danger in the future. I am perfectly 
well aware that His Majesty's Govern- 
ment have appointed a Royal Commis- 
sion to inquire into this question, and to 
inquire also into a great many other 
questions. First of all, the Commission | 
is appointed to ascertain the amount of ' 
sickness and death attributable to poison- 
ing by arsenic during this epidemic. It 
is further to find out whether such sick- | 
ness and death was due to arsenic in beer, 
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or in other articles of food and drink. 
Then it is to inquire through what in- 
gredients and by what way arsenic was 
conveyed, and also in what way such 
ingredients became arsenicated. What 
lam about to submit tothe House is 
that with regard to all these points of 
inquiry, so far as poisoning by arsenic 
in beer at Manchester and elsewhere is 
concerned, inquiry by a Royal Commis- 
sion is altogether belated. I may be 
told—I daresay in the course of this 
debate I shall be told—that it is wholly 
unusual for any Government to intro- 
duce legislation with reference to a sub- 
ject regarding which a Royal Commis- 
sion has been appointed, before that 
Commission has made its report. I 
frankly admit it is, or so it would be, 
with reference to any ordinary subject 
regarding which a Royal Commission 
had been appointed. But my reply to 
that statement is, that this is not an 
ordinary case ; that the Commission is 
not appointed ad rem; and that so far 
as this particular epidemic is concerned, 
I shall be able to show to the House that 
this inquiry is altogether belated. The 
Commission is also appointed to inquire 
as to whether we are subject to danger 
from arsenic in the foods we daily con- 
sume, and this inquiry is to extend over 
England and Wales, and is to embrace 
every article of food and drink consumed 
by man. We can easily understand that 
that is a very wide and extensive and 
difficult task which has been entrusted 
to the Royal Commission, and that a 
great deal of time will be required for its 
due fulfilment. For myself, I would 
say that if the Government really con- 
sider that such an inquiry is necessary, 
by all means let it be made. They have 
information not in our possession at the 
present time, and I have no word of com- 
plaint as to the scope of the inquiry on 
that ground. But as regards the epi- 
demic in Manchester, by which so many 
people have met their deaths, and very 
many more have suffered illness, I affirm 
that the facts are ascertained, that the 
case has been proved, and that what we 
want now is not further inquiry, but a 
measure for making such a state of affairs 
impossible in the future 

Perhaps the House will allow me 
to show them the ground on which 
I make these assertions. I shall point 
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to the testimony which is to be found 
in four different quarters in support of 
the statements which I have made, 
and I believe that the House will agree 
with me that that testimony is more 
than ample. In the first place, as soon 
as there was any reason to believe that 
the epidemic was due to poisoning by 
arsenic in beer, the Manchester Brewers’ 
Association appointed a committee of 
experts to inquire into the whole ques- 
tion. ‘The Manchester Brewers’ Associa- 
tion are of course very deeply interested, 
and it would be greatly to their  satis- 
faction and greatly to their interest 
if they had been able to show by the 
examination they had instituted that the 
idea that arsenic in beer was the cause 
of the epidemic was all nonsense. In- 
stead of that they were obliged to admit 
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in their report—where it was frankly 
stated—that it was clearly established 
that the arsenic found in deleterious 
quantities in beer was solely due to the 
sugar used in its manufacture and 
supplied by a_ particular firm ; and 
secondly, that the arsenic in the sugar 
was derived from the sulphuric acid 
used in its preparation 


It being midnight, the debate stood 
adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


Adjourned at one minute after 
Twelve of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friduy, 15th February, 1901. 


Several other Members took and sub- 
scribed the Oath. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 

Ordered, That Standing Order 195 he 
suspended, and that the time for present- 
ing Petitions for Private Bills to the 
House (which shall have been previously 
endorsed by the Examiners) be extended 
to Friday, 22nd February.—(Zhe Chairinan 
of Ways “ne Means.) 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That all Petitions deposited at the office 
of the Secretary for Scotland, pursuant to 
General Order 77 in favour of or against 
any proposed Provisional Order the pro- 
visions of which are subsequently pro- 
ceeded with as a Bill in this House under 
Second 2 (4) of the Private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, shall, on 
transmission from the office of the Secre- 
tary for Seotland, be received as if duly 
deposited in favour of or against such 
Bill.” —(The Chairman of Ways and Means.) 


*THeE CHAIRMAN or WAYS anp 
MEANS (Mr. J. W. Lowrner, Cumber- 
land, Penrith): I may perhaps be allowed 
to briefly explain this motion. The House 
will remember that under the Private Bill 
Procedure (Scotland) Act it became the 
duty of the Lord Chairman and my- 
self to divide the Provisional Orders which 
had been sent into the Scotch Office, and 
to place them into two separate classes — 
which should go forward as 
Provisional Orders and the other as 
private Bills. The question arose what 
was to become of the petitions presented 
against those Provisional Orders which it 
was decided should go forward as Bills. 
No provision had been made for dealing 
with them, and the parties who had 
petitioned were afraid that they would 
have to present fresh petitions in this 
House. The motion which I now have 
the honour to make is intended to obviate 
that necessity, and the petitions which 
have been presented at the Scotch Office 
against these Provisional Orders will come 
here and be treated as petitions against 
private Bills. 
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Rushcliffe) said he understood that the 
motion was to repair what might be 
described as an omission from the Act, 
and it related only to the particular peti- 
tions specified by the right hon. Gentle- 
man. If the right hon. Gentleman had 
satisfied himself that the motion did not 
go beyond that, and that other petitions 
would have to be deposited in the 
usual way, there would be no objection to 
the motion. 


*Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: That is so. 
But it may be desirable, before the end 
of the session, to introduce a Standing 
Order to cover cases of omission like 
this. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid): 
Will it be possible to present any fresh 
petitions against these Bills ? 


*\Irn. J. W. LOWTHER: No ; I do not 
think it will be competent for that to be 
done. The time for the presentation of 
petitions is fixed by Act of Parliament, 
and I do not think fresh ones can be de- 
posited after that date. But if the hon. 
Member wishes to bind me to an answer 
I should like to have notice of the 
question. 


(Juestion put, and agreed to. 


PETITIONS. 
CHURCH DISCIPLINE. 
Petition from Maryport, for alteration 
of law ; to lie upon the Table. 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (ADULTS 
IN EVENING SCHOOLS). 
Petitions for alteration of law, from 
Todmorden ; Bedwellty; Belper; Hed- 
worth ; and Great Yarmouth ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


MANSA, MAHOMED SOOLEIMAN. 


Petition of Mahomed Sooleiman Mansa, 
for redress of grievances ; to lie upon the 
Table. 

LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUA- 
TION ACT, 1896. 


Petitions for alteration of law, from 
Middlesbrough ; Tottenham ; Waterloo 


POOR 


. with Seaforth ; Great Yarmouth ; Acton. 
? 
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Yardley ; Gelligaer ; Crick ; and Thirsk ; to | 
lie upon the Table. 


RAJOO, NARAYAMA. 
Petition of Narayama Rajoo, for re- 
dress of grievances; to lie upon the 
Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY. 
Petitions for prohibition, from Ulver- 
ston; Horsham; and Huntingdon ; to lie 
upon the Table 


SINGH, JAMAND. 
Petition of Jamand Singh ; for redress 
of grievances ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) ACT 
1898. 

Return [presented 14th February] to 
he printed. [No. 2.| 


WAGES AND EFFECTS OF DECEASED 
SEAMEN. 
Account presented, of the Sums 


received and paid in respect of the Wages 
and Effects of Deceased Seamen in the 
year ended 3lst March, 1900 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


RAMSGATE HARBOUR. 

Copy presented, of Statement of the 
Receipts and Payments for the year ended 
31st March, 1900,together withan Account 
of the Receipt and Issue of Stores [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed, 
[No. 3.| 


GENERAL LIGHTHOUSE FUND. 
Account presented, of the General 
Lighthouse Fund showing the Income 
and Expenditure for the year ended 31st 
March, 1900 [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to he printed. [No. 4.] 


POST OFFICE (PARCEL POST BETWEEN 
THE UNITED KINGDOM AND NOR- 
WAY). 

Copy of Agreement between the British 
and Norwegian Post Offices concerning 
the Exchange of Parcels by Parcel Post | 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 
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ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY 
PENSIONS. 

Copy presented, of Return showing the: 
names of ali Constabulary Officers now in 
receipt of Pensions, of all Head Con- 
stables, Sergeants, and Constables, and of 
all Widows and Children to whom Pen- 
sions have been granted since the Con- 
stabulary Estimate for 1900-1901 was 
prepared, with the amount and date of 
Pension in each case [by Command] ; to. 
lie upon the Table. 

TREASURY CHEST. 
Account presented, for the year 1899- 


1900, together with the Report of the 
Comptroller and Auditor General thereon 


'[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to 


be printed. [No. 5.] 
GREEK LOAN. 

Account presented, of Moneys paid out 
of the Consolidated Fund for Interest 
and Sinking Fund on that part of the 
Greek Loan guaranteed by this Country 
and of the amount repaid by the Greek: 
Government on account of the same to 
31st December, 1900 [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
6. | 

DUCHY OF CORNWALL. 

Account presented, of the Receipts and 
Disbursements of the Duchy of Cornwall 
for the year ended 31st December,. 1900 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table and to 
be printed. | No. 7.] 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 

Copies presented, of Treasury Minutes 

declaring that that the under-mentioned 
persons were appointed to the offices set 
against their names without a Civil 
Service Certificate through inadvertence 
on the part of the Heads of their Depart- 
ments, viz. : 

John William Guill, messenger, Wake- 
field Post Office Department, dated 
5th February, 1901 ; 

Charles Street, labourer, Royal Labor- 
atory, War Office Department, dated 
17th January, 1901 ; 


[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 
OTTOMAN 
LOAN OF 


Copy presented, of Account for the 
year 1900 [by Act] ; to lie upon. the Tabie. 


GUARANTEED: 
1855. 
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CHELSEA HOSPITAL. 

Account presented, for the year ended 
31st March, 1900, with the Report of the 
Comptroller and Auditor General thereon 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
he printed. [No. 8.] 


CONSOLIDATED FUND. 

Abstract Account presented, showing 
the issues made from the Consolidated 
Fund of the United Kingdom in the year 
ended 31st March, 1900, for the Interest 
and Management of the Debt, for the 
Civil List, and all other Issues in the 
financial year for services charged directly 
on the said Fund ; with the Report of the 
Comptroller and Auditor General thereon 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 9.] 


ARMY (APPROPRIATION ACCOUNT). 
Copy presented, of the Appropriation 
Account for 1899-1900, with the Report 
of the Comptroller and Auditor General 
thereon, and upon the Store Accounts of 
the Army [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 10.] 


NAVY (APPROPRIATION ACCOUNT). 

Copy presented, of the Appropriation 
Account of the Navy for 1899-1900, with 
the Report of the Comptroller and 
Auditor General thereon, and upon the 
Store Accounts of the Navy [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 11.] 


UNIVERSITY OF GLASGOW. 
Copy presented, of Annual Statistical 
Report by the University Court of the 
University of Glasgow for 1899-1900 [by 
Act}; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. {No. 12.] 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1889 
(ORDINANCES). 

Copy presented, of University Court 
Ordinance No. II]. (St. Andrews No. 1) 
(Foundation of the Bute Chair of Anatomy 
in the University of St. Andrews) [by 
Act}; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of University Court 
Ordinance No. IV. (St. Andrews No. 2) 
(Foundation of the Chandos Chair of 
Physiology in the University of St. 
Andrews) {by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 
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UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAM- 
BRIDGE ACT, 1877 (OXFORD). 

Copy presented, of Statute made by 
the Governing Body of Brasenose College, 
Oxford, on 20th June, 1900, altering 
Statutes IIT., V., XITL, and XIV. of the 
Statutes of that College [by Act]; to lie 
rea the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
13. 


Copy presented, of Statute made by the 
Governing Body of New College, Oxford, 
on 10th October, 1900, and sealed on the 
23rd day of October, 1900, altering 
Statute IIT, of the Statutes of the College 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table and to 
be printed. [No. 14.] 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAM- 
BRIDGE ACT, 1877 (CAMBRIDGE). 
Copy presented, of Statute made by the 

Governing Body of the University of 

Cambridge, on 13th October, 1900, 

altering Statute B of the University 

Statutes !by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, 

and to be printed. [No. 15.] 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS, 
1894 AND 1896, 


Copy presented, of an Order dated 8th 
January, 1901, prohibiting theconveyance 
of animals, ete., to or from any port in 
Great Britain by the Steamships “ King’s 
Lynn,” “ Burton,” and “ Peterborough ” 
[by Act]; to lie upoi the Table. 


PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS (CONDI- 
TIONAL LICENCES). 

Copy presented, of Licence granted to 
Minnie Wells, a convict under detention 
in Aylesbury Prison, permitting her to be 
at large on condition that she enter the 
St. John the Baptist’s Home, Pimlico jby 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Licence granted to 
Annie Combs, a convict under detention 
in Aylesbury Prison, permitting her to be 
at large on condition that she enter the 
London Female Preventive and Reforma- 
tory Institution [by Act] ; to lie upon the 
Table. 

CHINA (No. 1, 1901). 

Copy presented, of Correspondence re- 
specting the Disturbances in China (in 
continuation of China [No. 3, 1900]) [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. d 

K 2 
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TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2554 and 2555 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


DOCKYARD PORTS REGULATION 
ACT, 1865. 

Copy presented, of Order in Council, 
dated 13th December, 1900, amending an 
Order in Council, dated 26th February, 
1897, relating to the Dockyard Port ot 
Portsmouth [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


ENDOWED SCHOOLS ACT, 1869, AND 
AMENDING ACTS. 

Copy presented, of Scheme for the 
Management of the Charity of William 
Price, in the Parish of Fareham, in the 
county of Southampton, founded by Will 
dated 24th August, 1721 [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 16.] 


PAPERS LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 

1. Bank of England.—Accounts of Ex- 
chequer Bills and otherGovernmentSecuri- 
ties purchased, and of the Amount of 
Balances of Sums issued for the Payment 
of Dividends, &c., for the year ending 5th 
January 1901 [by Act], to be printed. 
[No. 17.] 

2. Public Records (Clerk of the Peace 
for the County of Denbigh).—Copy of a 
Schedule containing a List and Particu- 
lars of Classes and Documents in the 
Ottice of the Clerk of the Peace for the 
County of Denbigh, which are not con- 
sidered of sufficient public value to justify 
their preservation therein [by Act]. 

3. Union of Benefices Act (All 
Saints, Knightsbridge, and Holy Trinity, 
Knightsbridge). -Copy of Scheme for 
effecting a union of the Benefices of All 
Saints, Knightsbridge, and Holy Trinity, 
Knightsbridge [by Act]. 


PARLIAMENTARY CONSTITUENCIES 
(ELECTORS, ELC ) (UNITED KINGDOM). 

Address for “Return showing, with 
regard to each Parliamentary Consti- 
tuency in the United Kingdom, the total 
number and, as far as possible, the number 
in each class of Electors on the Register 
now in force; and also showing the 
Population and Inhabited Houses in each 
Constituency (in continuation of Parlia- 
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mentary Paper, No. 116, of Session 1900).” 
—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


QUESTIONS. 
SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—PAARDEBERG 
DESPATCHES. 

*Mr. FABER (York) : I beg toask the 
Secretary of State for War whether Ear! 
Roberts has transmitted to the Secretary 
of State for War any despatch relating to 
the battle of Paardeberg, other than the 
one of the 28th February, 1900, which 
has been recently published. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): No, Sir. All that has been re- 
ceived from Lord Roberts as to the battle 
of Paardeberg has been published. 


BOER INVASION OF CAPE COLONY 
Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether, for the convenience of Members, 
he will have placed in the Tea Room a 
map of the portions of Cape Colony which 
the Boers have recently taken possession 
of, similar to those already placed there 
of the Orange Free State and Transvaal. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The Boers have 
not taken possession of any portion of 
the Cape Colony, though their columns 
have moved through parts of the colony 
closely pursued by His Majesty’s troops. 
A map shall be placed in the Library. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say how much of that portion 
of Cape Colony have His Majesty’s forces 


) 


surrendered to General De Wet ? 
Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


THE NOOITGEDACHT DISASTER. 

Sir FE. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef- 
field, Ecelesall): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War if he can give the 
House the numbers of British troops killed, 
wounded, and taken prisoners at the 
disaster to General Clements’s force at 
Nooitgedacht ; whether the kopje com- 
manding the camp had no entrenchments 
or sangars ; and if a court of inquiry has 
been held, and with what result. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Nine officers and 
fifty-seven non-commissioned officers and 


'men were killed; seven officers and 180 
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non-commissioned officers and men were 
wounded ; and fifteen officers and 331 
non-commissioned officers and men were 
taken prisoners at Nooitgedacht. A court 
of inquiry was ordered to be held, but 
the result has not been reported. 


ARMY AND NAVY PENSIONS —PRO- 
POSED COMMITTEE OF INQUIRY. 
Mr. WHARTON (Ripon): I wish to 

ask whether the Leader of the House is 

prepared to make a statement as to the 

Government subventions in the case of 

the widows and orphans of those who 

have fallen in the war. 


THE FIRST LORD or THE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFouUR, Manchester, 
K.): As the right hon. Gentleman is 
aware, the Government have decided on 
a system of pensions to be paid out of 
public funds to the widows and young 
children of soldiers and sailors who have 
lost their lives when on active service. 
This necessarily makes a great change in 
the character and functions of the Royal 
Patriotic Fund, or any other body ad- 
ministering the resources for which that 
hody is now responsible. I have been in 
communication with the Duke of Cam- 
bridge, and he, with his colleagues on the 
Commission, concurs with His Majesty’s 
Government in thinking that an inquiry 
would be desirable into the best machinery 
for dealing with the altered circumstances. 
Probably, the best course would be to 
appoint a joint committee of both Houses 
to make proposals on the subject. 


JOINT NAVAL AND MILITARY COM- 
MITTEE OF DEFENCE. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admi- 
ralty, can he state the nature of the func- 
tions exercised by the Joint Naval and 
Military Committee on Defence, consist- 
ing of five Naval and five Military Mem- 


bers, with two joint secretaries, as set | 


forth in the Navy List. Do these fune- 
tions resemble or overlap those exercised 
by the Cabinet Committee of Defence ; 
and, if not, in what way do they differ 
from them. And, are the members of 
the Joint Naval and Military Committee 
appointed for a definite number of years, 
or during their tenure of other appoint- 
ments ex officio; do any of its members 
receive any, and, if so, what extra rank or 
pay on appointment to this Committee ; 
is any record kept of this Committee’s 
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| proceedings ; and how many times did it 
meet during the year 1900. 


*THe SECRETARY to tHE ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. ARNo.Lp-ForsteEr, Belfast, 
W.): The Joint Naval and Military Com- 
mittee is an inter-departmental Committee 
composed of four Naval and four Military 
Members, with the Under Secretary of 
State for War as President, and with two 
joint secretaries, of whom one is Naval 
and the other Military. The Committee 
was formed for the consideration of ques- 
tions of coast defence, in which the 
Admiralty and the War Office were jointly 
interested. Subjects for consideration are 
referred to the Committee either by the 
War Office or by the Admiralty, or by 
both in agreement. Subjects may alse 
be referred to it by the Colonial Defence 
Committee. Subjects for consideration 
can also be brought before the Committee 
by individual members of the same. The 
Reports of the Committee are submitted 
to the Lords Commissioners of the Admi- 
ralty and to the Secretary of State for 
War. The functions of the Committee 
do not resemble those exercised by the 
Cabinet Committee of Defence. The 
members are ex-officio. They do not 
receive any extra rank or pay on joining 
the Committee. A record is kept of the 
proceedings. The Committee met once 
during the year 1900. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Was Gibral- 
tar one of the questions referred to it ? 

*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : 


aware ; I must ask for notice. 


I am not 


COOPER’S HILL COLLEGE. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for India, whether he proposes to lay 
before Parliament any ‘of the Reports or 
other documents upon which the decisions 
of the India Council in reference to the 
appointments and curriculum of Cooper's 
Hill College have been arrived at. 

THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): Yes, Sir, Papers on the question 
will be in the hands of Members in the 
course of a few days. 


GERMANY AND THE CONGO FREE 
STATE. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : I beg to.ask 

, the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 








173 Questions. 


Affairs, is His Majesty’s Government 
aware that inSeptember, 1900, a German 


of the Congo Free State, and turned the 
Belgian forces out of their stations there 


mans have thus taken possession of the 
strip of territory leased to Great Britain 
by King Leopold of Belgium in 1894, 
which territory was abandoned by Great 
Britain owing to the objections of the 
German and French Governments. Has 
His Majesty’s Government made any 
representations to the German Govern- 
ment on the subject, or do they 
propose to make any. And what 
grounds are alleged by the German 
Government for seizing a_ territory 
which they objected to being occu- 
pied by Great Britain, and the lease of 
which Great Britain abandoned on German 
representations ; and does this seizure 
deprive Great Britain of the possibility of 
connecting British South African posses- 
sions with countries occupied by Great 
Britain in North Africa. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Lord CRANBORNE, Rochester): His 


Majesty’s Government have no official 
information as to the circumstances re- 
ferred to in the question. Inquiry will, 
however, be made. 


THE WRECK OF THE “GOONLAZE.” 
*Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barnstaple): 
I beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether his attention has been 
called to the circumstances connected 
with the wreck of the schooner ‘ Goon- 
laze,” in Bideford Bay, on the 5th 
instant, when the whole of the crew con- 
sisting of four men were drowned. 
Whether he is aware that one of the 
bodies of these men was found while still 
warm at 8.45 a.m., and that another body 
was found at 11 a.m. in a field 250 yards 
away from the edge of the cliff, the 
deceased man having evidently climbed 
the cliff and subsequently died of expo- 
sure. And, seeing that these bodies 
were both found within a quarter of a 
mile of the coastguard station at Pepper- 
combe, whether he will order an inquiry 
into this matter, and also into the question 
as to whether the coastguard service at 
Peppercombe is sufticiently manned. 

THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. GeraLp BALrour, 
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| Leeds, Central): Yes, Sir, my attention 
| has been called to the case to which the 
force forcibly seized a considerable portion | 


hon. Member refers, and I have ordered 
an inquiry to be held into the circum- 


‘stances attending the wreck. With 
under a threat of war ; and that the Ger- | 


regard to the coastguard service at 
Peppercombe the Board of Trade will 
place themselves in communication with 
the Admiralty. 


ROYAL COMMISSION ON LOCAL 
TAXATION. 

Mr. CHANNING: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Heme Depart- 
ment when the Report of the Royal Com- 
mission on Local Taxation will be com- 
pleted and issued to Parliament. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Rircure, Croydon): | understand that 
the Local Taxation Commission, as was 
stated in answer to a similar question last 
December, are considering their Report, 
but it is impossible to name a_ precise 
date for its appearance, though no un- 
necessary delay will take place. 


INSPECTION OF BOILERS. 

Mr. FENWICK = (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
he intends to introduce a measure this 
session to provide for the better inspection 
of boilers. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I have not in contem 
plation any general legislation. on the 
subject of boilers; but in the Bill of 
which I have given notice there will be 
found provisions dealing with the matter 
so far as regards factories and workshops. 


SCOTCH PRIVATE BILL PROCEDURE. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
W.): 1 beg to ask the Lord Advocate 
whether, in the case of the seven Pro- 
visional Orders applied for to the Seere- 
tary for Scotland under The Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899, which have been ordered to be 
dealt with as Private Bills and not as 
Provisional Orders, the 129 petitions 


| which have been deposited in opposition 


to those Orders at the office of the Secre- 
tary for Scotland, and are now  super- 


/seded, will be held to be petitions in 


opposition to those Bills in Parliament, 
and thereby avoid the necessity and 
expense of depositing fresh petitions 
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under the Standing Orders of Parliament ; | 


and, if so, whether the fees paid on the 
deposit of those petitions at the office of 
the Secretary for Scotland will be 
refunded, or the corresponding fees 
payable under the Standing Orders of 
Parliament remitted in the case of the 
said Orders and petitions, in the event of 
the said Orders being proceeded with in 
Parliament. 


*THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
(7RAHAM MuRRAY, Buteshire): The Sec- 
retary for Scotland has been in communi- 
cation with the authorities of the two 
Houses of Parliament on this point ; and 
it has been arranged that notice of motion 
will be given in each House on the first 
opportunity to the effect that petitions 
relating to Provisional Orders under the 
Scottish Procedure Act shall in the case 
referred to by the hon. Member be 
treated as petitions relating to the sub- 
stituted Bills. The question of fees has 
also been under consideration and will be 
settled as soon as possible, but the hon. 
Member may assume that they will not 
be charged twice over. 


STATE OPENING OF PARLIAMENT 
[INADEQUACY OF ACCOMMODATION 
FOR MEMBERS. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he 
can inform the House by whose authority 
Members were excluded from the seats 
in the gallery of the House of Lords 
allotted to them when the attendance of 
the House was commanded by the King 
on the 14th instant; and by whose 
authority strangers are admitted, to the 
exclusion of Members of this House, when 
their presence is thus commanded in the 
House of Lords. 


The following question on the same 
subject also appeared on the Paper : 


Mr. CALDWELL: To ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether the attention 
of the Government has been called to the 
totally inadequate accommodation pro- 
vided in the House of Lords for Members 


like that which occurred yesterday. 


176 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There are two 


questions on the Paper on the same sub- 
ject. There is, of course, no doubt that 
the accommodation in the House of Lords 
for Members of this House when they are 
summoned by His Majesty to attend is 
quite insufficient for the number of 
Members desiring to do so on an occasion 
It is 
also true that on similar occasions there is 
no room in the House of Lords even for 
all the Peers. The arrangements are in 
charge of the hereditary Lord Great 
Chamberlain. A suggestion has been 
made that Westminster Hall should be 
used. It is quite impossible for me, with- 
out much longer notice and without an 
opportunity of consulting the persons in 
authority, to give an opinion upon such a 
suggestion. I may say, at the first glance, 
that however well suited for a_ great 
pageant Westminster Hall may be, the 
cost of the fittings for that pageant would 
be very considerable. I believe that ona 
previous occasion, a good many years ago 
indeed, there was a ballot taken in this 
House to settle by lot who should be the 
Members of the House to attend the 
House of Lords. For my own part, if no 
other solution of the difficulty is proposed, 
I think that would be a great improvement. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS: Does not the right 
hon. Gentleman consider that the arrange- 
ments should be such that Members of 
the House of Commons should come 
immediately after members of the House 
of Peers and before strangers ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The arrange- 
ments made yesterday were, I believe, in 
strict accordance with precedent. [Cries 
of “No.”| Certainly, | think they were, 
but, of course, it does not rest with 
me ; I am not responsible for the arrange- 
ments, neither is the Government. 


CoLoNnEL NOLAN (Galway, N.): Is it 
not the fact that during the last thirty 


(Juestions. 


' years Members of the House of Commons 


of the House of Commons, whose presence | 


and attendance have been commanded 
by His Majesty the King; and whether 


it would be possible to arrange either to | 


increase the space for the House of 
Commons or to fit up Westminster Hall as 


-a reception hall when the King commands 
the attendance of both Houses. 


have been always admitted to the side 
galleries when her late Majesty opened 
Parliament ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am informed 
that when Parliament was opened in state 
the Members of the House of Commons 
did not have greater accommodation than 
they had yesterday. 

CotonEL NOLAN: The right hon. 
Gentleman has not given a direct answer 
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to my question with regard to the side | the officials of the other House shall re- 
ceive Members of this House with that 
‘ ; amount of courtesy which is consistent 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I did answer. | With the dignity of the position we 
I said I was informed that the accommo- occupy as representatives of the nation ? 
dation given yesterday to the Members of , 
the House of Commons in the House of| [No answer was returned. | 
Lords was in accordance with precedent 
when Parliament is opened in_ state. ALIEN IMMIGRATION. 
That does answer the question. Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 


r r Central): I beg to ask the First 
CoLONEL NOLAN: I beg to say that ) ane hago 
Pier . ‘ Lord of the Treasury whether the 
it is a question of the calculation of P ' = : . 
- absence of any mention of an Alien 
square feet. I cannot get the Leader of ce A : fan 
sd 3 Immigration Regulation Bill in the 
the House to answer the question whether ieee : Thr = 
zs algae Nes gracious Speech from the Throne is an 
the side galleries were open or not. It 24. |. : Ee 
: indication that His Majesty’s Government 
has been put forward that the accommo- | ae <- ares 
. ., has abandoned its intention to introduce 
dation we got below equals that which 5 Aa Dai ae pis . 
a ae TMo4 2 | legislation upon the question, in spite of 
we had in the side galleries. That is the | ae : “P 
leet hails thn viaht hon. Gentes | the declarations thereon of the Prime 
¥ m. Gentlem: . » ‘ 
piled “ sal iain 5 rentieman | \tinister on 17th July, 1894, and 23rd 
aile satisfy me. ses al 
; ' May, 1898, and of the Home Secretary 
Sm W. HART DYKE (Kent, Dart- | (when President of the Board of Trade) on 
ford): May I ask whether, considering | 10th February, 1897. 
the very grave dissatisfaction which Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir. As 
exists with regard to the accommodation | 
afforded to members yesterday, it would 
be possible to appoint a Committee of 
both Houses to go into the whole ques- 
tion ? 


galleries. 





my hon. friend is aware, the absence of a 
particular measure from enumeration in 
the King’s Speech by no means indicates, 
one way or the other, the policy of the 
Government. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : “ase the 3 ; rTPA a 
en OLED: Incesethe| se HOWARD VINCENT: Can my 
right hon. Gentleman consented to the |. : ; : 
le : ‘ : », right hon. friend mention a date when the 
appointment of such a Committee, will pi) _- “sa ae 

- : : Bill will be brought in ? 
the Committee be empowered to consider . 


the position and functions of the Lord [No answer was given. | 
Great Chamberlain ? 
Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Is THE CORONATION OATH. 


the right hon. Gentleman aware that a Mr. WINGFIELD-DIGBY (Dorset- 
large section of members below the gang- shire, N.) : I beg to ask the first Lord of the 
way were quite satisfied with the want of Treasury whether there is to be an 
accommodation yesterday ! alteration in the Coronation Oath ; and if 
> latins enw sliovation con take olate 
it heh. i one to ee ee 
that some one was pleased. In answer wamemt an Act-of Partament. 
to my right hon. friend I cannot tell him Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It would re- 
now whether it would be a fitting course quire an Act of Parliament, and I do not 
to appoint a joint Committee of the two propose to introduce one. 
Houses to consider this question, because 
I really do not know on what basis the, Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
jurisdiction of the hereditary Lord Great E.): MayIask whether an Act could not be 
Chamberlain rests. introduced to omit from the Coronation 
Oath the words which refer to the Roman 
Mr. CALDWELL: I beg to give Catholic religion as superstitious and 


notice that when the Vote in connection idolatrous ? 


with the alteration of the House of Lords seins : 
comes on [ shall move a reduction. | Mr. A. J. BALFOU R: I did not eatch 
| the hon, Member's question. 


Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
field): May ask the First Lord of the) Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I will 
Treasury whether he can arrange that | repeat the question on Monday. 
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Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
Would the right hon. Gentleman have 
any objection to having a copy of 
the terms of the Coronation Oath sent 
to the Irish Catholic soldiers now serving 
in South Africa ? 


ADJOURNMENT. 


Resolved, That this House, at its rising 
this day, do adjourn till Monday next.— 
(Sir William Walrond.) 


NEW MEMBER SWORN. 
Edward Charles Thompson, esquire, for 
County of Monaghan (North Monaghan 
Division). 


BALLOT FOR BILLS AND MOTIONS FOR 

THE FIRST FOUR THURSDAYS. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In moving the 
resolution which stands in my name, I 
may say that although, as it appears on 
the Paper, it is proposed to make it a 
Standing Order I do not in the least desire 
to press that if hon. Members think we 
have not had sufficient experience of the 
rule to make that course desirable. It 
would not be worth while having a dis- 
cussion on it. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That no Bills, other than Government 
Bills, be introduced in anticipation of the 
ballot, and that all Members who desire 
to ballot, whether for Bills, or motions for 
the first four Tuesdays of the session, do 
hand in their names at the Table during 
the sitting of the House on the first o1 
second day of the session, and that 


a copy of such notices be handed 
in at the latest during the sitting 


of the House on the third day of the 
session. That the ballot for the pre- 
cedence of the said Bills and motions be 
taken on the third day on which the 
House sits, at a convenient time and place 
to be appointed by Mr. Speaker, and that 
the introduction and first reading of Bills 
on the fourth sitting day be taken before 
Questions and as soon after Three o'clock 
as Mr. Speaker may deem convenient.”— 


(Mr. 4. J. Balfour.) 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) : Will the 
right hon. Gentleman consider the desira- 
bility of making a different use of Fridays 
in the future ? 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 


is a totally different matter. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this Order be a Standing Order of 
the House.”—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he had no 
desire to oppose the motion, but he would 
suggest that the right hon. Gentleman 
might go a little bit further. Fifteen 
years ago a recommendation was made 
by a Standing Committee that the absurd 
custom of bringing in Bills by first asking 
permission and then being called from. 
the bar to the Table, and all that sort of 
humbug, might be abolished. Surely the 
First Reading was sufficient in itself. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is not relevant 
to the question before the House. It has 
heen decided to adopt a certain Sessional 
Order, and the point is now whether the 
Order, worded as it is, shall be a Standing 


Order. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: But if we now 
make it a Standing Order we shall defer 
our hopes of reform on this point. So 
long as it is merely a Sessional Order we 
can raise the question every session in the 
hope of inducing the Government to intro- 
duceachange which is certainly most desir- 
able. You, Sir, must realise its absurdity 
when you have to call a hundred members 
to the Table. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: I must stop the hon- 
Member. ‘The subject is quite irrelevant 
to the question before the House. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: After the ex- 
pression of the opinion of the hon. Mem- 
ber, I do not wish to press the motion. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HIS 
MAJESTY’S MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 
[SECOND Day’s DEBATE. ] 

Order read, for resuming Adjourned: 
Debate on Question [14th February], 
“That an humble Address be presented 
to His Majesty, as followeth :— 

“ Most Gracious Sovereign, 

“We, Your Majesty's most dutiful and, 

loyal subjects, the Commons of the 
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United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, in Parliament assembled, beg 
leave to offer our humble thanks to Your 
Majesty for the Gracious Speech which 
Your Majesty has addressed to both 
Houses of Parliament.’—(Mr. Forster.) 


(Juestion again proposed. 


Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Slea- 
ford): The House is much fuller now 
than it was when | rose for the purpose 
of addressing it last night. When we 
adjourned I was calling attention to the 
serious epidemic which had broken out 
in Manchester and the north of England, 
and by which so many people had been 
rendered grievously sick, and so many 
lives had been lost. I was asking, too, 
for an assurance from the Government 
that they would take some action with 
regard to this question during the present 
session. I had expressed my deep dis- 
appointment that there was not even 
the slightest mention of the question, or 
any expression whatever of sympathy 
with the sufferers, contained in the 
gracious Speech trom the Throne or in 
the utterances of Ministers, and I further 
added the opinion that so important and, 
in my humble judgment, so urgent was 
the matter, that it ought to be dealt with 
without delay. I was pointing out that 
the fact of a Royal Commission having 
been appointed was no justification what- 
ever for delay, inasmuch as the facts had 
already been ascertained and the causes 
of the epidemic proved, and I was asking 
the leave of the House to prove these 
assertions when the hands of the clock 
pointed to the hour of twelve, and the 
debate stood adjourned. With the per- 
mission of the House, I will resume now 
where I left off, and I will endeavour to 
prove that the statements I concluded by 
making last night are absolutely borne 
out by the facts of the case. 

[ relied on the testimony of witnesses 
from four different quarters. In the 
first place, [ referred to the commission 
appointed by the Manchester Brewers’ 
Association to inquire into this question 
the moment there was reason to believe 
that the illness and deaths were due to 
‘the presence of arsenic in beer. The 
admission made in the commissioners’ 
Xeport was very significant, because they 
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‘are necessarily interested parties. They 
say they consider— 

“that it is clearly established that the 
arsenic found in deleterious quantities in 
the beer was solely due to the sugars which 
had been used in its manufacture supplied by 
a certain firm, and further, that the arsenic in 
the sugar was undoubtedly derived from the 
sulphuric acid used in its preparation.” 

I come next to the opinion of some of 
the local authorities chiefly concerned, 
based on the expert opinions of their 
analysts and medical officers. There is 
the very important report of the Sanitary 
Committee of Manchester itself— 

“The outbreak [they say] has been due to 

the consumption of beer and stout, especially 
the former, of the cheaper kinds, and it has 
been confined to adults, which practically ex- 
onerates bread, jams, syrup, cheap sweets, 
etc.” 
This is important, because it had been 
suggested that these articles might be 
responsible for the outbreak. They go 
on to say— 

“The quantities of beer used to produce 
symptoms did not, in some cases, exceed three 
or four glasses daily. The amount of arsenic 
present in those beers must therefore, at some 
period, have been large, or arsenic must have 
been present in a specially pcisonous form.” 

Now, with regard to the number ot 
casualties that have occurred, there has 
been a report presented by an Inspector 
of the Local Government Board, and re- 
cently laid on the Table of the House, in 
which he tells us—what I have no doubt 
is perfectly true—that he is unable to give 
any reliable estimate at present of the 
number of deaths which have occurred. 
But the Sanitary Committee of Man- 
chester estimate the number of deaths in 
1900 at little less than 100, calculating 
them as follows— 





“From peripheral and other neuritis there 
have died in 1900 thirty-five persons more than 
in 1899. ‘These deaths must be ascribed, we 
think, to the arsenical glucose and _ inverts. 
From cirrhosis of the liver there have died in 
1900 thirty-three persons more than in 1899. 
The majority of these are probably due to the 
consumption of arsenical beers and_ stouts. 
From alcoholism there have died in 1900 
twenty-eight more persons than in 1899. A 
portion of these have probably owed their 
deaths partly to the presence of arsenic in beer. 
The number of deaths, however, is by no 
means a measure of thé widespread disable- 
ment which has been caused.” 


They further add this very important 
| statement, that— 


“Though the danger is less than it has been 
probably for a considerable time, it is im- 
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possible to say that injurious results are not | 
still being produced.” 


[ may go on to point out that although 
the commission was appointed on the 
11th January, and their report is dated 
the 30th, they wind up with the following 
resolution, adopted by the Corporation 
of Manchester at a full meeting— 

“That having regard to the serious loss of 
life and injury to health which are visclosed 
the Local Government Board be respectfully re- 
quested to take into their grave and immediate 
consideration the state of the law affecting the 
question, with a view to the same being 
strengthened by further legislation.” 


Now [ pass from the city of Manchester 
to the reports of the Public Health Com- 
mittee of the county of Lancashire, and I 
will read a few words from these in order 
to put before the House what are the 
views entertained by that very highly 
responsible body. In the first place 
they say, referring to the large number 
of cases of peripheral neuritis, that they 
were— 

“clearly traced to the consumption of beer 
contaminated with arsenic. Further exami- 
nation showed that the presence of the arsenic 
was due to certain invert sugar used during 
the process of brewing being heavily charged 
with that drug.” 

The medical officer in his report goes on 
to add— 


“The number of deaths in the county 1 
have not so far been able to ascertain, but 
there is reason to believe that many deaths 
not always recognised as due to arsenic have 
taken place during the past few months.” 


He further makes this very important 
statement— 

“But the evil has not yet passed away, as 
two of the samples purchased on the 8th inst. 
(January) had each been found to contain 
one tenth of a grain of arsenic per gallon.” 
That, I am informed by the highest 
authorities, is an amount of arsenic 
in beer which is likely to prove most 
exceedingly dangerous. The analyst for 
the county of Lancashire deals with 
two points in particular which | desire 
to urge upon the attention of the House, 
for | am sure they are deserving of 
serious consideration. He gives, in the 
first place, a very complete contradiction 
to the statement, which has been so freely 
circulated, that the mischief—the acci- 
dent, as in some quarters it has been 
called—was due to the misconduct or 
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the misfortune of one firm alone. Indeed 
he gives quite a different view of the 
question, because in his report will be 
found this sentence— 

“ Besides the one firm ot manutacturers al- 

luded to, the sugar from two other firms has 
been found to contain arsenic. One of them 
whose product was sent from different districts 
of the country had evidently been using for 
making sugar pyrites sulphuric acid imper- 
fectly purified.” 
I submit that, if three cases have al- 
ready been found out, it is not unreason- 
able to suppose there are many more 
cases which have not yet been detected. 
The second point to which | wish to call 
attention is this. He shows that the 
seare which it has been endeavoured to 
raise with regard to arsenic in malt 
itself is practically devoid of any serious 
or any real foundation. What he says 
is this— 

‘* All malt necessarily contains on its surface, 
as it comes from the kiln, traces of arsenic, 
which can be removed by the ordinary process 
of brushing and cleaning.” 


Then he adds— 

“Tt is evident that some maltsters do not 
clean their malt. As a rule the traces which 
remain are of no more consequence than the 
arsenic in the air of every city burning coal as 
tuel.” 

It is right and only fair that I should 
add the following extract— 

‘‘In the course of my investigations some 
samples of beer—i.e., beer brewed from malt 
and hops—have been found containing more 
than traces of arsenic which was derived solely 
from uncleaned malt, and in a few instances it 
was considered advisable to destroy the beer 
and to send back the remaining malt to be 
cleaned.” 


That is a matter which he treated in 
this way. He said the arsenic can 
be easily removed, and that all that is 
necessary is that maltsters should be 
careful with regard to the cleaning of 
their malt. 

I think, Sir, I have said enough for 
the present with respect to the views 
of the various local authorities. But 
before [ part with the question I should 
like to add that it seems to have been 
a very dexterous move on the part of 
our opponents to try and create great 
alarm with regard to the presence of 
arsenic or other poisonous matters in malt. 
There are, however, two answers to that 
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which I think deserve the serious atten- 
tion of the House. So far as I know, the 
methods of malting to-day are precisely 
the same as they have been for many 
generations in this country, and if it be 
true that there is this hidden danger 
lurking within it, can anybody explain 
why it is that during all these hundreds 
of years there has not been the slightest 
trace of danger? There is another very 
remarkable coincidence. I am informed 
that in the suburbs of Manchester itself, 
in the heart of one of the districts in 
which this epidemic has been raging, 
there is a well-known brewery which 
brews from nothing but malt and hops, 
and,up to the time of my information, in 
the whole district supplied from that 
brewery, although illness and death 
were daily occurring all round. there 
had not been one single case attributed 
to the beer from that brewery. 1 think 
these two points go far to justify the 
confident belief which I entertain that 
there is really little or nothing in the 
alarming scare which it has been endea- 
voured to create on that point. I do 
not want to weary the House, or I would 
refer to reports which have been received 
from the health authorities of the coun- 
ties of Shropshire and Staffordshire, 
each of them tracing the mischief to 
its source in much the same way as the 
other bodies whose reports I have quoted. 
There are other testimonies which favour 
the view I entertain. There has been 
the inquiry before the Coroner at Man- 
chester, and there is also the report of 
Dr. Buchanan, the Inspector of the 
Local Government Board. As to the 
coroner's inquiry,which lasted over a great 
number of days, and in the course of 
which evidence of a voluminous 
and exhaustive character was taken, 
the ultimate result was that, although 
the jury differed as to the persons on 
whom the blame was to be affixed, they 
were absolutely unanimous in the view 
that the epidemic was due to the presence 
of arsenic in One juryman, in- 
deed, went so far as to say that no sane 
person could have any doubt as to that. 
The report of Dr. Buchanan has been 
published within the last few days, and 
I think it will be sufficient for me to say, 
in regard to that, that he emphatically 
confirms the evidence already given 
by the other bodies I have alluded to, 
Mr, Chaplin. 


most 


beer. 
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tracing the evil, in the first place to arseni¢ 
in the beer itself, from the beer to the 
sugar, and from the sugar to the acids 
which were used in its preparation, 
Having said this, J submit to the House 
with all confidence that I have made 
good my assertion that, so far as the 
epidemic which has been raging during 
the last few months in Manchester and 
the Midlands is concerned, the facts have 
already been ascertained, and that what 
is wanted at the present moment is 
action on the part of His Majesty's 
Government, rather than futher inquiry. 

Let me remind the House what has 
happened in regard to this matter. 
The last time this question was raised 
in Parliament was in 1896.* Then, 
as now, It was proposed to refer the 
whole subject for inquiry. My hon. 
friend the Member for Sudbury, who has 
for years made this question his own 
and who has stuck to it with a tenacity 
which | believe later musi 
meet with success—a success which will 
be well deserved—agreed, wisely, as | 
thought at the time, to the proposal for 
aninquiry. An inquiry was accordingly 
held. It was entrusted to a Committe: 
which was described by the present 
Chancellor of the Exchequer as the best 
Committee that could have been 
stituted upon the question. So it was, 
no doubt, from the Treasury point ot 
view. It was most careful, whatever 
else it did, to do nothing in the world 
that could prejudice or interfere with or 
injure in any way the revenue. But 
when we come to the much more im- 
portant question of the public health. the 
question which was really before the 
Committee, then I am bound to say that 
in my humble opinion, judging by the 
light of subsequent events, I doubt very 
much if the public can altogether endors« 
the high encomiums passed by the Chan 
cellor of the Exchequer upon that Com- 
mittee. We all remember what happened 
at the time. The Committee consisted 
of six members, and one of the number. in 
a Minority Report, basing himself entirely 
on the evidence given before the Com 
mittee, declared that, in his opinion, legis- 
lation was urgently necessary. The 


sooner or 


con- 


* For discussion on motion for Second 
Reading of the Beer Adulteration Bill (1896), 
see The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth Series}. 
Vol. xxxix., page 86. 
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remaining five declared that none of the 
substitutes for malt which at that time 
were used were deleterious, nor was any 
danger to be apprehended from them. 
They, therefore, reported that no legisla- 
tion whatever was required. Yet within 
a few months—because many of these 
cases of poisoning are said to have oc- 
eurred at least six months before public 
attention was calléd to them—we find that 
thousands of people became grievously 
ill and that deaths occurred by the score 
from causes against which Parliament 
had been already more than once warned. 
The history of the past and the facts of 
the present being what they are, it is 
not very surprising that a great deal of 
alarm and consternation has been aroused 
throughout the country, and that it has 
been strikingly manifested during the 
last few months in a variety of ways. 
To my own knowledge within the short 
period resolutions have been passed by 
between 300 and 400 different public 
bolies in the country, notwithstanding 
the fact that the recent death of Queen 
Victoria put a stop to all proceedings 
on public questions for a considerable 


time. Still, boards of guardians in 
great numbers have passed resolutions 


on this subject. So too have parish 
councils, county councils, and public 
meetings of all sorts and kinds. Besides 
that, numerous agricultural bodies have 
followed their example. Let me say just 
one word on that point. 

It has been suggested in some quarters 
that this is nothing but an agricultural 
movement. It would be very odd indeed 
if agriculturists were not very deeply 
interested, seeing that farm labourers 
form probably the most numerous class 
of working men in this country, and 
are at the same time among the chief 
consumers of beer throughout the United 
Kingdom. But I want to point out to 
the House that this movement is not by 
any means limited to agriculturists, for 
I can give a list of trade unions which 
to my knowledge have already taken 
up this question, and are deeply interested 
There may be, for anything I 
know, a great many more, but I am in 


a position to state that among those | 
who have already taken action are the | 
trade union organisations of Manchester, | 


Salford, Newport (Monmouthshire). Hull, 


‘Southport, Heywood, Radcliffe, West 
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Bromwich, Edinburgh, Gloucester, Pres- 
ton, and North Staffordshire. All these 
have passed resolutions calling upon the 
Government to promote such measures 
in Parliament as will ensure that only 
pure and wholesome beer shall in future 
be sold to the public, and they go 
on to urge that legislation shall be 
immediately introduced without waiting 
for the Report of the Royal Commission. 
No doubt this Commission will be ac- 
cepted as one of the best ever appointed, 
and deservedly so. So far as I am con- 
cerned I desire to speak with the very 
highest respect of its personnel. But 
when I remember the result of the in- 
vestigation conducted by the last Com- 
mittee, 1am not greatly encouraged with 
regard to the prospects of this Commis- 
sion. 

We may be asked what it is that we 
propose. If we are, my reply would be 
this. If the case is so grave as to call 
for intervention, no one, I think, will 
deny that it is for the Government, with 
all the means and all the resources it has 
at its command, to make its own proposal 
for dealing with this important subject. 
But there are various methods by which 
as it seems to me it might be dealt with 
by the Government. The Government 
might prohibit the use of substitutes 
altogether, as is done in Germany at the 
present time, or they might limit their 
prohibition to the use of sugars which 
have been proved to be injurious, or they 
might restrict the use of sugars within 
such limits as would be safe—a course 
which, personally, I am inclined to think 
might be the better—or they might 
discourage and sufficiently limit their 
use by imposing a higher duty on ths 
beer in the production of which sugar 
is used, or, if it be thought preferable to 
go a step further, they might revert, to 
some extent, to the system which for- 
merly prevailed, and charge the duty 
on the materials instead of on the product. 
By a higher duty they might effectually 
discourage and restrict the use of those 
sugars which have been so much com- 
plained of. I myself pronounce no 
opinion on the merits of any of these 
proposals. It is no part of my business, 
nor is it my duty to do so to-night. 

But if the Government are not pre- 
pared for any of the methods I have sug- 
gested as possible, there is one expedient 
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to which I cannot conceive there can 
be any very substantial objection. They 
could, by a very short Act of Parliament, 
give the public an opportunity of knowing 
what, when they ask for beer, they are 
really invited to drink. And they could 
effect this by simply requiring a declara- 
tion showing what substitutes, if any, 
are used for malt in the manufacture 
of beer. That principle has been estab- 
lished quite recently in another Act of 
Parliament, and why should it not be 
extended to the manufacture of beer ? 
I want the House to remember that 
there is a new terror in connection with 
this question for the consumers of beer 
which has only been recently disclosed. 
It is not only arsenic that is to be dreaded. 
The latest discovery by competent ex- 
perts, as has been pointed out in a 
journal strictly devoted to these subjects, 
a journal of great reputation, namely, 
the Lancet, is that there is another 
poison called selenium, which, it is 
stated, is equally liable, when these sub- 
stitutes are used, to have most injurious 
effects upon the consumers of beer. It 
is well to remember, too, that the Com- 
mission which has been appointed to 
examine into this question will find 
that this particular point is beyond the 
scope of their reference, as that reference. 
from beginning to end, in every line, is 
strictly limited to the question whether 
arsenic is present in the beer. It is 
possible that some hon. Members in this 
House, and opponents of this 
movement, may contend that the precise 
causes of this epidemic have not yet 
been sufficiently proved in all their 
different details, but I defy anybody in 
this House or elsewhere, at all events, 
to deny that the presumption that the 
use of these substitutes is attended with 
danger to the public, is absolutely and 
conclusively established. And, if that 
is so, I sav we have no right in Parliament 
to allow the continuance of this danger 
until any Commission, however respon- 
sible, has reported its verdict and _ its 
opinion. Let your Commission proceed 
by all means, and let it make its report 
as early as it can, but until it has done 
so, and until you have from it the 
assurance that these things do not con- 
stitute a danger to the public, I say that 
the very least you can do is to give the 


some 
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public the opportunity and the means 


Mr. Chaplin. 
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of protecting themselves by allowing 
them to know what it is they are going 
to drink when they ask for beer—to 
protect themselves, remember, against 
such a calamity as occurred only the 
other day, and which might very easily 
have been attended with even more 
serious results. From the information 
we have, it might very easily have been 
a supreme disaster. 

I have made these few observations 
to-night in no spirit of hostility whatever 
to His Majesty’s Government—my old 
friends and associates on that bench will 
give me at least credit for this; but I have 
spoken to give them the opportunity of 
explaining most fully what are their 
intentions with regard to this question. 
It has never been my habit, nor is it my 
intention to-night, to say anything what- 
ever in the nature of menace or threat; 
but I sincerely hope that the reply will 
be one favourable to the views which | 
entertain—views which I know 
shared at this moment by a great number 
of Members in this House. In the mean- 
time, I should shrink from what I regard 
as a positive duty if I were to say any- 
thing else than this. Should the reply 
we receive be entirely unfavourable, and 
should it hold out no hope and give no 
indication of any intention on the part 
of the Government to deal with this 
grave and urgent question during the 


course, 


are 


present session, why then, of 
we must reserve to ourselves the right to 
take whatever steps we think desirable 
for the public safety. 


*Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.) : I notice 
from the speeches delivered by hon, 
Members opposite with respect to the 
war in South Africa that there is a dis- 
position to attribute to those on this side 
whose opinions are antagonistic to the 
war a desire to take advantage of the 


difficulties of the situation, and _ to 
declare that it is because those 
difficulties are increasing that we 


are urging more strongly than ever 
that steps should be taken to put a 
stop to hostilities. Such a charge is not 
at all warranted by the facts of the case. 
We realise that there is a moral law for 
nations as well as for individuals, and it is 
because the war at the present moment 
has reached a phase entirely different 
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In every respect from what it presented | protection immediately after the fall of 


at its inception that we urge its cessa- 
tion. In the opinion of many it could 
always be looked upon as a_ blunder, 
but in the present situation it 
must be looked upon as absolutely 
wrong and a_erime. It can be 
said that the war ought to have come 
to a conclusion on many dates since it 
began. One opportunity which was not 
taken advantage of by us to urge the 
acceptance of terms of peace was when we 
had succeeded in repelling the invasion 
of our territory. There was again an 
opportunity for further efforts being 
made when we occupied Bloemfontein. 
There was a third, and perhaps the best 
opportunity of all, when Johannesburg 
and Pretoria were occupied by our troops, 
and when we practically obtained mili- 
tary supremacy. In place of any real 
efforts being made to stop the war we by 
our own action, as I shall prove con- 
clusively, revitalised the war and gave it 
a further term of life. After the fall of 
Pretoria what was the state of the Boer 
commandoes in the field? They were 
disheartened, demoralised, bewildered, 
and they were wavering. If at that time 
British policy had in any way been a 
conciliatory one towards them, or, what 
is even more important, a definite one, 
there is every human probability that the 
war would have been over. I want 
the House to contrast the spirit of the 
Boers at that time and now. We 
see now not only a complete 
change in the character of the war, 
but in the spirit of the men who are 
fighting. We see a stubborn dogged- 
ness and courage such as was not ex- 
pected. How is this to be explained ! 
The Afrikander character is a character 
which can be led but cannot be driven. 
The Afrikander is patient and long 
suffering until he is aroused, when he 
becomes stubborn and unforgiving, and 
itis because these men have been aroused 
by a sense of gross injustice practised on 
them that we see the present situation. 
Their memory is a long one. ‘They have 
a longer memory as a nation than per- 
haps any in the world. They are not 
likely to forget the injustices to which 
they have been treated. How have the 
promises we gave them by the proclama- 
tions of Lord Roberts after the occupa 
tion of Pretoria tallied with our per- 
formances of them? We promised them 


Pretoria—protection and freedom from 
molestation under certain conditions. 
The conditions were that they should 
take the oath of neutrality and surrender - 
their arms. I believe the feeling which 
animated them when they heard that 
proclamation was one of astonishment. 
They saw through the darkness a ray of 
light. They believed that what they 
had heard about British pretensions was 
false, and that, after all, we intended to 
treat them generously. They acted in 
accordance with this proclamation. All 
the evidence goes to prove that after the 
occupation of Johannesburg and Pretoria 
the number of arms given up was unpre- 
cedented, and greater than it has ever 
been since. But alas! they were again 
disillusionised. Our performances did 
not come up to our promises. One of 
our first acts was to demand that 
some of their leading citizens should 
come forward and travel as hostages on 
the trains where the lines were damaged 
and broken up—a proceeding such as had 
never hitherto disgraced British military 
annals in the conduct of war against 
belligerents in the field. So indefensible 
were such proceedings that they could 
not be continued because they were 
contrary to all military law. Well 
again, the Boers saw themselves, in spite 
of the proclamation that they would be 
protected and unmolested, threatened 
with fine and taxation on their land, 
because, forsooth, different parts of the 
railway were being broken up by the 
belligerents in the field. They were 
heralds of 


even obliged to act as 

the — proclamation in their own 
district, and they saw—and here 
comes the worst of those features— 


farms burned over whole districts. To 
a certain extent that farm-burning has 
gone on since the inception of the war, 
We have heard that Lord Methuen after 
crossing the Orange River commenced 


this farm-burning. It is sometimes 
denied that this farm-burning took 
place. I do not wish to give any anony- 


mous statements, and I shall read what 
Lieut. Morrison has published under his 
own name. He served in the Canadian 
artillery, and in view of what he states 
it would not be right to be silent. I 
will only read a few words which he has 
Second Day. 
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written describing this farm-burning. 
He writes— 


“The country is veryjlike Scotland, and we 
moved on from valley to valley lifting cat le 
and sheep, burning, looting, and turning out 
women and children to sit and wee p in despair 
-and utter misery beside the ruins of their once 
beautiful homesteads.” 


And then he goes on to say— 


‘““We burned a track about six miles wide 
through these fertile valleys, and completely 
destroyed the village of Wilpoort and the 
‘Mourishing town of Dullstroom. The column 
left a trail «f fire and smoke behind it that 
-could be seen at Belfast. Many of the houses 
were surrounded with beautiful gardens abloom 
with roses, lilies, and hollyhocks, and em- 
bowered with fruit trees, and with my glasses 
I coul: see the women and children bundled 
out, their bedding thrown through the wind ws 
after them. The cavalry would ride rapidly 
away, and the poor women and children, 
utterly confounded by the sudden visitation, 
evonld remain standing in the yard or garden 
watching helplessly their homes disappear in 
fire and smoke.” 


This isa written statement made by an 
‘officer who took part in the fighting, 


and who is mentioned in despatches 
for his gallantry in action. If false, 
why is it not taken notice of by the 
Government and contradicted! | say 
that when these facts come to be 
known not only shall we be convinced 
that the Boers have been treated 
with injustice, but that the whole 
character of the war has changed. We 
are face to face with a very different 
situation now from that at the time when 
we were asked to vote supplies on the 
dssue of the ultimatum and the invasion 
of our territory. But even as a matter 
of policy alone what an impolitic action 
it has been. The Boers had nothing 
more to lose and everything to gain by 
continuing the struggle. It i is said the 
Boers in many cases broke their oath of 
neutrality which we forced on them, but 
from their point of view the oath was a 
conditional one, and if our part of the 
agreement was not ci arried out they were 
naturally freed from theirs. 

A further thing which prevented the 
war from coming to a conclusion was, 
after we occupied Pretoria, the inju- 
dicious action in the successive appoint- 
ments we made. The attention of the 
House has already been called to this 
matter by the very complete disclosure, 
which attracted so much notice, by the 
chon. Member for Macclesfield last session. 


Mr. Pirie, 


{COMMONS} 


194 


I have evidence in my hand on this 
matter from a very unexpected quarter. 
It is from the very men for whom we are 
supposed to have gone to war—namely, 
the Uitlander body. What do these 
men say as a protest against our own 
action after we occupied Pretoria with 
reference to those one-sided partisan 
appointments? They say— 


the King’s Speech. 


“No sooner did the end of the war appear to 
be in sight than the capitalists, who had 
hitherto apparently been actuated by a desire 
for ‘good government and pure administration’ 
threw off their disguise, and with unsernily, 


indecent haste they rushed in to seize the 
spoils of war. Pretoria had barely fallen 
when Field Marshal Lord Roberts and the 


Military Governor at Johannesburg were 
already surrounded by an atmosphere of ‘in- 
terests,’ and the most responsible civil posi- 
tions in the Transvaal were filled by former 
representatives of the interested corporations, 
many of whom, by virtue of their new offices, 
became armed with the most extensive powers 
for prying into the private financial affairs 
of the absent community. 


This is the language of Uitlanders of 
Pretoria, dated October last year. 

“The Transvaal capitalist is not an Im- 
perialist, although he has rendered valuable 
assistance to the Imperial cause, but only to 
attain his own sordid ends. 


So the Uitlanders have discovered the 
truth at last, and perhaps in time the 
people of this country also will learn it. 

“Even the large sums of money he has 
contributed towards the equipment of men to 
fight for the Empire he regards as but part 
of a necessary business transaction, seeing the 
ereat interests he has at stake. The main 
idea in his policy is expressed by the words 
monopoly and centralisation.” 

*THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord Srantey, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): Can the hon. 
Member tell me who signed that ? 


*Mr. PIRIE: It is contained in a pro- 
test issued by the Uitlander Refugee 
Committee at Cape Town, and giving an 
account of a mass meeting of refugees 
on Saturday, 27th December, to be 
addressed by his Worship the Mayor 
of Cape Town, Hon. A. Wilmot, Colonel 


Schermbrucker, Mr. Zietsman, Major- 
General Brabant, and Major Crewe. 


It is a protest against capitalistic legis- 
lation. 


*Lorp STANLEY: Who made that 


particular speech ? 
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*Mr. PIRIE: This is from the protest 
issued by the Refugee Committee. There 
was a further inducement to the Boers to 
resist in the wholesale exportation from 
their country of even crippled and 
physically infirm men under charges 
which were to a very great extent ex- 
aggerated. I exonerate the military 
from participation in these exaggerated 
charges because they were misled by the 
very men against whose appointment | 
have been protesting, but they should 
have guarded themselves against the 
pernicious influence of the “atmosphere 
of interests” in place of being led by 
it. After the speech of the hon. Mem- 
the Macclesfield Division last 
session, even the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was unable to defend the 
appointments, and had to admit that 
they were made on the spur of the 
moment and would be revised. But 
the harm was done. The question had 
to be settled on the spot, and the 
Boers were instigated to continue their 
resistance by such partiality and in- 
justice. The Leader of the House 
yesterday said that he did not think the 
Government or anyone was very 
much to blame tor the mistake of think- 
ing the war was over in September. ‘To 
my mind a greater confession of absolute 
ineptitude could not be made by any 
Government. It was their duty to 
know the real facts of the case. There 
was not only a want of grasp of the 
situation, but also an utter inability to 
realise the natural feelings of manhood 
which ought to animate every nation 
struggling for its liberty and country. 
That was at the bottom of the ignorance 
and the want of provision made by the 
Government. ‘They ought to have 
known that this would be the natural 
result of their policy, but it is hard 
perhaps in these days for anyone, much 
less His Majesty’s Government, to realise 
that there are still people who will 
fight for justice and ideals. This 
example of the Boer Republics will 
live in the history of the world, and 
benefit humanity at large. When the 
names of our commanders are _for- 
gotten the names of Cronje and De Wet 
will be honoured by the world, and 
their example admired by all true soldiers. 
[| listened with the utmost regret to 
the speech of the hon. Member for the 
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Totnes Division last night, and, while I 
would be the first to compliment 
and congratulate him on the gallant 
part he has taken in the fighting, I do 
not think there has ever been a more 
unsoldierlike’ speech made by a_ soldier, 
in whom respect for a brave enemy 


ought to be a first quality. The 
idea of saying there is no such 


thing as honour in the Boer vocabu- 
lary! That may be the opinion of the 
hon. Gentleman, but it is not the opinion 
ot Lord Methuen or of General Porter, 
or of scores of other brave soldiers who 
have seen most of the active service. I 
took but a humble part in duties on the 
line of communication, but I met a great 
many officers, and I say that the more 
the officers came into contact with the 
Boers, and the more actual fighting they 
saw, the more deeply were they im- 
pressed with the soldierlike qualities 
and bravery of the Boers. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies said in 1881, after enume- 
rating their characteristices— 

“Are not these qualities which commend 
themselves to men of English race? Are they 
not virtues which we are proud to believe 
form the best characteristics of the English 
people?” 

And there are scores of others to the 
sume effect. Sir George Colley says— 

“The Boers are in the main a brave and 
high-spirited people, and actuated by feelings 
entitled to our respect.’ 


[ have heard the same thing from the lips 
of the late Sir Herbert Stewart, who 
was made a prisoner by the Boers, and 
than whom the House could not listen 
to a braver or more humane soldier ; 
and who was never tired of extolling 
the manhood and bravery of the Boers. 
Since the issue of the Ultimatum the 
situation has in my opinion entirely 
changed ; it was then our bounden duty 
to strain every effort to repel the in- 
vasion and to furnish supplies for that 
purpose, but under the changed condi- 
tions, owing to the lack of all endeavour 
to conclude a peace, as far as | am con- 
cerned, unless we get some proof posi- 
tive from the Government that some 
genuine communications are going to 
be entered into with the Boer leaders, 


‘and that some terms other than uncon- 


ditional surrender are to be proposed, | 
L Second Day. 
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should absolutely refuse to vote any 
further supplies. It is said to be our 
pride that is preventing us taking such 
action. In my opinion it is vin- 
dictiveness, and it appears to me 
that the spirit which is animating 
the Government at the present time is 
that of a vindictive bully. There is 
never any shame in generosity or mag- 
nanimity, especially to a beaten enemy. 
Our military supremacy has been proved 
as far as numerical strength is concerned ; 
we have occupied the capitals of the 
States, and surely it is time we brought 
statesmanship to work. 

Doubtless I shall be told it is wrong to 
bring out these facts, but the Govern- 
ment are responsible for them. The 
charge of defamation of ones own 
country is the last resource of those who 
have no other defence to make. Lord 
Salisbury’s speech yesterday was not only 
injudicious, it was impolitic, it was 
directly playing into the hands of the 
young Dutch party—men who are not 
greatly interested in cementing the 
bonds of friendship between our colony 
and ourselves. Our action has been 
not only a great blunder but a great 
crime, and unless we get such guarantees 
as I have indicated, I, at any rate, shall 
refuse to vote any further supplies for 
this war. 


*Sir CUTHBERT QUILTER (Suf- 
folk, Sudbury): It is very difficult to 
bring one’s mind all at once to the differ- 
ence between the smiling, tertile lands of 
the Transvaal, to which the last speaker 
has alluded, and the slums and the alleys 
of Manchester, to which I desire more 
particularly to refer. I also regret that 
the speech of the hon. Member should 
have tollowed that of the right hon. Gen- 
tleman behind me, who from his long 
experience and his well-known and 
honoured career at the Local Govern- 
ment Board and other departments of 
State. made just the sort of speech we 
should have expected from him under 
the circumstances. It can but add to 
the force, dignity, and welfare of the 
movement with which I have been so 
long connected to have associated with 


it ene so deservedly loved and respected | 


as my right hon. friend. 
There is a very strong volume of 


opinion in the country, and also, I believe, | 


Ms. Pirie. 
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in this House, as to the injudicious 
action of the Government in not making 
any allusion in the King’s Speech to 
a calamity of such great importance 
as has recently occurred in the north of 
England. Without being in a position 
to produce actual proof, I have re- 
peatedly hinted that there was distinct 
danger under the present conditions, and 
that must be remembered when we con- 
sider whether or not the officials of the 
Government departments have had 
warning. It is clear that the action of 
this Commission, if it is to be thorough 
—as I am sure it will be when I con- 
sider of whom it is composed—must 
necessarily take some time. We have 
heard that another serious poison, en- 
tirely outside the terms of reference, has 
been discovered, so that unless the terms 
of the reference can be enlarged, | pre- 
sume that when this Commission has 
reported we may look forward with hope 
to the appointment of another Commis- 
sion to inquire into this fresh poison 
which has unfortunately cropped up ati 
the very moment the constitution of 
Commission No. 2 has been settled. | 
say “Commission No. 2,” because the 
House will remember that the Govern- 
ment granted a Committee in 1896, 
and 1 suppose they hoped that that 
would be the last. But it so happens 
that, although the majority of that Com- 
mittee reported that there was nothing 
deleterious in beer, that the Inland 
Revenue authorities had ample powers, 
and that everything was as serene as it 
could be, and although only this last 
autumn one of the officials, on some festive 
occasion, congratulated the brewers that 
there wasan end toall that fantastic move- 
mentealled the “pure beer movement,” and 
that they were to be left alone in future 
in full enjoyment of their innocence and 
purity, at the very moment he was 
speaking, their able and_ intelligent 
medical officers in the north of England 
were finding out that what had been 
put down previously to alcoholism was 
a fearful disease traceable to the action 
of arsenic. It is a very dangerous 
thing to prophesy until you know, 
and I hope that in future, until you 
know what is in the cask, we shall have 
no more prophecies from the officials of 
the Government. The real question is, 


ought we not to have had some reference’ 
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to such an important question, and if 
not, are we not to look forward with hope 
to the explanation of my right hon. 
friend the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board! It is a great pleasure to 
think that we shall have an explanation 
from him, because they always come 
from him with so much eloquence that 
if you do not agree with him you know 
that he has done what he thinks is right. 
He has only recently gone to that depart- 
ment, and we do not expect him to do 
more than others would have done in 
his place. 1 should like the House for 
a few moments to consider what he has 
done. A terrible epidemic breaks out, 
and even to the man in the street it 
occurs what is the proper thing to do. 
I ventured to write to The Times news- 
paper, and I stated that it was the first 
duty of the Government to institute an 
inquiry and find out the real cause of 
this epidemic. Instead of doing this they 
let the brewers in before them. 


*THe PRESIDENT oF THE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
Lone, Bristol, S.): We did not do that. 
We decided to send an inspector, and 
later we thought it best to have the 
assistance of another inspector. 


*Sir CUTHBERT QUILTER: The 
brewers had tormed a committee of 
experts, but amongst them were two 
experts usually employed by the Govern- 
ment Department, and the unfortunate 
man inthe street could only come to the 
conclusion that it was a sort of inquiry 
by the brewers, assisted by the distin- 
guished men who advise His Majesty's 
Government. We now hear that the 
right hon. Gentleman sent down a dis- 
tinguished officer connected with his own 
Department to make those inquiries, and 
that distinguished gentleman hasreported. 
[have his report here, and I do not know 
whether the House has had time to read 
it during the recess. | admit that the 
time is short, but I do not see the advan- 
tage, when you send an eminent man 
down to ascertain the cause of a 
disaster of this kind, involving an 
independent examination, of getting a 
report second-hand. This, im my 
opinion, detracts very much, not from 
the ability of the gentleman employed, | 
but from the value of the report. What | 


{15 Fepru 
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is the general effect of this report ? Does 
it contain a description of the examina- 
tion of the materials which caused the 
epidemic ? No, it does not. Has the 
inspector obtained samples for himself ? 
Perhaps the right hon. Gentleman will be 
able to answer. Has he obtained samples 
for the Government laboratories ? 
Has he obtained any first-hand informa- 
tion as to the disposal of the incriminated 
materials and beers, or has he thrown 
any new light on the causes or extent 
of the poisoning? Has this inspector 
given us any figures of his own as to the 
amount of poison in any of the samples 
of poisoned beers or sugar? No; the 
report is a compilation of second- 
hand information, gathered from sources 
to which we have, for the most part, had 
access for some time. J am endeavouring 
to deal with this report, because, no doubt, 
it is going to be put forward as a reason 
for not granting what we demand. Up 
to the present moment we have no 
authoritative information as to the 
amount of arsenic or other poison present 
in the beers and sugar which have 
caused such dire mischief. Surely in 
this, the first Government Report on 
the subject, we might have expected 
such vital points as these to be fully 
dealt with. Ido not blame Dr. Buchanan, 
and I wish to make it perfectly clear that 
[ am not attacking him personally in any 
way. What I dosay is, that the matter 
has not been dealt with from the begin- 
ning in the manner that its importance 
demanded. I ventured to point out in 
December last the necessity for immediate 
action, and I can only suppose that when 
Dr. Buchanan arrived upon the scene 
the materials which he required had 
either been destroyed or else placed 
beyond his reach. What would have 
happened in France if a calamity such as 
this had occurred in that country? It 
would have been immediately referred to 
the Council of Hygiene, or in Germany to 
the Imperial Board of Health, and upon 
their report the Government would have 
either taken action or refrained from doing 
so. They would have received from the 
local authorities the samples required ; but 
what is our system here? One medical 
ofticer of health says he believes that 
the impurities are confined to the glucose 
of one manufacturer. The next day 
another expert says it is not confined to 
L é Second Day. 
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the glucose of any one manufacturer. 
The fact is that these dangers, whether 
of arsenical or selenium poisoning, are 
all discovered, not by the Government 
authorities or the brewers, but by private 
individuals. I consider this so serious a 
question, that the Government ought to 
have taken some more adequate action. 
If they do not feel inclined to introduce 
legislation, some of us can undertake it 
ourselves, if the supporters of the Govern- 
ment will assist us. If the Government will 
not protect us, then we must try to protect 
ourselves. There are ways by which we 
can protect ourselves, and all I blame the 
right hon. Gentleman’s Department for 
is, not that they have not done perhaps 
all that they were in a position to do, 
but that they have not placed themselves 
in a position to deal with any such future 
outbreak in a more thorough manner. 


[ cannot believe that the appointment 
of a commission with so wide a reference 
as the present Arsenical Commission 
will achieve much good. A good deal 
has been made out in regard to the dis- 
covery of arsenic, which is now being 
found everywhere. It has been stated 
that arsenic is to be found in malt, but I 
do not think many of us would have been 
alive now if there had beenany appreciable 
amount of arsenic in malt. I will tell the 
House why. A very eminent professor 
—Professor Campbell Brown, of the Uni- 
versity College, Liverpool—has made an 
analysis of a sample of sulphuric acid 
taken from Messrs. Bostock’s works, 
and he has made a calculation of the 
total amount of arsenic found. This 
calculation extended for thirty weeks in 
the summer delivery, and it gave a total 
of over four tons of white arsenic in the 
season, which was upwards of 300 Ib. per 
week, or 2,191,000 grains per week. 
The professor goes on to state that if this 
quantity of arsenic were divided into 
equal doses and administered at one time 
to people, it was enough to kill 1,000,000 
people per week, or the whole of the 
inhabitants of Great Britain in a season. 
The most curious part of all this is that 
no one has published any figures showing 
that anything approaching a deleterious 
quantity of arsenic per gallon has been 
found in any beer brewed from malt and 
hops alone. I do not think it has ever 
been seriously stated that beer brewed 
from barley malt and hops contains any 
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appreciable quantity of arsenic, or, indeed 
any arsenic at all. From time imme- 
morial beer has been brewed from malt 
and hops, and the people have flourished. 
I think it is absurd to compare these 
minute quantities of poison found in 
some malts with those found in the con- 
demned sugars. We want some remedy 
which will ensure us getting what we 
ask for, and if we insist upon beer being 
made of barley malt, hops, and water 
we may take it as absolutely certain 
that we shall be safe from any similar 
calamity. 


CoLoNEL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- 
shire, Newport): I have for a long 
time been identified more or less with 
the subject which underlies that which 
weare now discussing, and, loyal suppor- 
ter as | am of His Majesty's Govern- 
ment, I should be failing in my duty 
if I did not place distinctly on record 
iy regret that the Government have 
not seen fit to take up a different line 
of attitude on this subject than they 
have done. I can assure the represen- 
tatives of His Majesty’s Government 
who are present, that if they would go 
into many parts of the country, not only 
in the rural districts but in some of our 
largest towns, they would find that this 
question has occupied attention in only 
a secondary degree to the events in South 
Africa. We had hoped that we should 
have seen an appreciation of the serious 
condition of things which has prevailed 
in consequence of this outbreak, and 
we had hoped to hear some promise of 
legislation dealing with the manufacture 
and the sale of beer. My right hon. 
friend who introduced this subject alluded 
to a very widespread and mistaken 
fallacy on this question. He spoke of 
the idea being entertained that this ques- 
tion was being pressed forward by a 
large section of this House solely and 
only in the interests of agriculturists. 
There are very few agriculturists who 
are not perfectly aware of what was 
stated by the representatives of the 
brewinginterest not long ago, to the effect 
that any such measure as that which 
is now being advocated would un- 
doubtedly do away with the purchase 
of some of the inferior class of barley, 
and that the trade would suffer rather 
than gain from such action. Farmers 
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are aware of that, and have taken it 
into consideration. I would remind the 
House that, if this is to be talked of as 
an agricultural question, it is easy to 
demonstrate that it is not merely an agri- 
cultural question, but one touching the 
immediate fringe of a great national 
question, probably one of the largest 
with which we have at present to do— 
namely, the re-population of the rural dis- 
tricts, the finding employment for ourag- 
ricultural labourers, and the re-establish- 
ment on the land of that large section 
of the people who are some of its most 
valuable inhabitants, and on whom we 
depend to draw our recruiting strength 
for our military forces. Therefore, if 
I am to be challenged on that point, 
[ have a very conclusive answer, and can 
rapidly transfer the scene of action 
from the agricultural to a broad, national 
point of view. I want to say on this 
subject that, although we naturally 
utilise to the utmost the arguments 
provided for us by the recent cases of 


poisoning in Lancashire and in other , 


parts of the country, still we do not for 
a moment wish to allege that the only 
and sole reason for justice being done 
in this case. and for action being taken 
by the Government, depends on the 
recent poisonous outbreak. We believe 
we have an absolutely clear case for 
supporting the elementary right of the 
consumers of beer to a proper legal 
definition of that which they asked for 
and which they expect to be supplied 
to them. That is a point of law on 
which there seems to be considerable 
doubt. I believe that, from recent ex- 
perience, we have a right to demand 
the recognition that the consumer 
shall be fairly protected when he asks 
to be supplied with beer as one of the 
well-known articles of food and diet. 
Recent legislation tends altogether in 
that direction. The analogy of the 
Margarine Actis extremely close, although 
I will not follow it up; and I know no 
fair reason why the consumer of one 
article of food and diet should not be 
protected as well as the consumer of 
another. What is needed is to bring 
this elementary right into action, and 
to give the people the advantage of it. 
What is wanted is, in fact, a reasonable 


definition of that which the consumer | 


has a right to be supplied with when he 
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asks for an article by a certain name. 
Why is that definition not given ? There 
would be nothing startling or revolu- 
tionary in providing it. Some of us 
may desire that it should be a very 
narrow definition ; others that it should 
be larger and wider. But that would 
be a matter for the wisdom of 
this House. At all events a definition 
ought in fair play to be legally estab- 
lished. I am not sure—I am not an 
expert in these matters—but that some 
of the Government Departments them- 
selves would not be very anxious to see 
this definition established. I am _ not 
quite sure that a lack of such definition 
is not owing to the action of some of 
these Government Departments, and 
that when a change was made in Inland 
tevenue legislation in 1880—1, the power 
was not given which would have been 
quite sufficient to enable these depart- 
ments to supervise the use of substitutes 
for malt in brewing, and to limit their 
employment if there was the slightest 
notion that they contained any dele- 
terious mixture. [ rather think that these 
powers are already in the Statute-book, 
and I see no reason why they should 
not be called into play, and why 
consumers should not have that  pro- 
tection which the law intended them 
to have. If it is so, and if these powers 
have been allowed to lie dormant tor a 
want of definition, it is not unfair to 
call on the Government or its depart- 
ments to take steps to immediately 
provide such a definition as will be reason- 
able and effective and give the consumer 
those rights we are now demanding. 

I will not elaborate on this subject. 
although it is one which would bear 
considerable elaboration. I wish the 
Government to recognise that this is 
no small or factious ery, but is the de- 
liberate demand of a very large number 
of His Majesty’s subjects, based upon 
fair grounds, after the exercise of a 
great deal of patience, and one which | 
think no Government can afford to delay 
granting even this year. I may be told 
that a definition would not sufficiently 
establish protection for the general 
public ; but if we had a definition so as 
to exclude all deleterious mixtures, the 
public would be supplied with a sound 
article and would be saved from the 


effects which have struck the country 
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with consternation. It would be for 
the Department to take the necessary 
steps to protect the public at large, and 
there is no reason why what we ask 
should not be rapidly given without 
waiting for the report of the scientific 
results of the Royal Commission. 


“Mr. WALTER LONG: I suppose I 
may state at once that the Government 
entirely sympathise with the remarks 
made by my right hon. friend the Member 
for Sleaford, with reference to his whole 
attitude to the Government on this par- 
ticular question. No Member on these 
benches, any more than any other 
Member, would ever think of attributing 
to my right hon, friend any other than 
the very highest motives; and_ the 
House has seen to-day, from ther ex- 
perience of his treatment of this ques- 
tion, that not only can he bring the 
facts of the case clearly and forcibly 
torward, but that hecan do it in that 
particularly agreeable and practical man- 
ner which lends a special charm to any 
subject which my right hon. friend 
chooses to make his own. 

I have no right to complain, indeed, 
I do not wonder that this question has 
been raised in debate early in the 
session. I confess [ am sorry that my 
right hon. friend and those who act 
with him should think that by omitting 
from the King’s Speech any reference 
to the recent lamentable epidemic in 
Manchester we have been guilty 
of any want of sympathy with the 
sufferers from the unfortunate out- 
break, or that we have desired—as | 
understand to be my hon. friend’s com- 
ment upon our action—to ignore alto- 
gether the serious character of that out- 
break. I very much doubt whether it 
has been the usual practice to make 
references in Speeches from the Throne 
to epidemics of this character. Whether 
that be so or not, I can honestly say 
that the Government learned of the 
epidemic with the greatest possible 
regret ; that we felt the deepest possible 
sympathy with the unfortunate sufferers ; 
and that we—I speak not so much for 
the Government as the Department 
with which I am specially connected— 
felt that the gravity of the case and the 
serious consequences arising from. it, 
and, if I may say so, the fact that 
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these consequences might and ought so 
easily to have been avoided, required that 
the greatest possible care should be exer- 
cised in dealing with the case, and that 
it should receive from the commencement 
our unremitting attention. The re- 
marks which have fallen from my right 
hon. friend, and also from the _ hon. 
Member for Sudbury, rather appeared 
to me to reflect their opinion that the 
Local Government Board has not taken 
sufficient action in reference to this 
matter. We have been found fault with 
because an inquiry was not instituted 
as soon as the existence of the epidemic 
was known, and that when one was so 
instituted, it was not of a sufficiently 
weighty character. Well, | do not know 
what inquiry of a better kind could have 
been instituted. Supposing at that time 
we had appointed a Royal Commission 
what would have been the immediate 
result? The House will agree that the 
first thing to do was to find out, if pos- 
sible, what brought about this epidemic ; 
and, if possible, to take all steps that 
were possible to stop it 
altogether. If we had appointed a Royal 
Commission immediately, the brewers, 
their employees, the medical otticers of 
health in the various municipalities——all 
those connected with the manutacture 
and distribution of beer, or with the care 
of the public health—would have had 
their attention diverted from their proper 
work, instead of devoting themselves, 
as they were doing, to the examination 
of the facts of the case and taking the 
proper steps to arrest the epidemic. 
They would have been compelled to come 
up and give evidence before the Royal 
Commission, and that would have been 
throwing impediments in the way of 
their most important work. But in 
addition to that, I submit that to send 
down a competent imspector, a man 
whose name is well known throughout 
the country, was the best practical means 
of getting, first of all, the information we 
wanted. 

It will be admitted that this epidemic 
came like a bolt from the blue upon 
everybody. It is perfectly true that 
there had been some suggestions made 
before the Committee upon the Pure 
Beer Bill that certain ingredients used 
in brewing might contain poisonous 
matter. The only reference | have come 
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across in my researches in that respect 
was in the supplement to the Report of 
that Inquiry, and that reference related 
to the possibility of arsenic being found 
in glucose manufactured from potatoes. 
| want to say one word as to the epidemic 
itself. This was a case where suddenly 
it was found that a large number of 
people had been seized simultaneously 
with a disease which when it occurred 
in individuals had been regarded as 
an alcoholic disease and had not pre- 
viously been considered to be related to 
this particular poison, arsenic, or to be 
a disease which could occur as an 
epidemic. It was necessary at once to 
ascertain the facts of the case, so far as 
they could be ascertained, in Manchester 
itself. It was also necessary that every 
‘step should be taken to ascertain whether 
this poisonous beer, if it were found to 
be poisonous, was in general circulation 
tin Manchester or elsewhere. The De- 
partment despatched, first of all, a single 
inspector to Manchester ; and then, as 
soon as that officer reported that his 
labours were getting rather heavy, we 
sent to his assistance a second inspector. 
In addition to that, we issued a circular 
to county councils. corporations, and 
other local authorities in which we 
called their attention to the fact that 
arsenic had been found in beer manu- 
factured from glucose and other sub- 
stitutes for malt, and that it was 
their duty, as the local authorities re- 
sponsible for the public health of their 
districts, to secure that proper articles 
of food were supplied to the people, to 
obtain samples, and test by experi- 
ment whether there were chemicals in 
these articles of food which contained 
poisonous ingredients. It was also pointed 
out that there was no difficulty in detect- 
ing the presence of arsenic. Well, we 
have been found fault with for bringing 
to light the fact that arsenical poisoning 
ingredients might have been found in 
other articles than beer. The Local 


with for calling attention to the fact that 
this poison might be found in other 
articles besides beer. But surely that 
was the absolute duty of the Public 
Health Department. 


*Sm CUTHBERT QUILTER: I am 


wery loth to interrupt the right hon. 
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Gentleman, but no one has blamed him 
for making the investigations complete. 
He is blamed for not making them com- 
plete enough. 


*Mr. WALTER LONG: I gather that 
my hon. friend blames me for the course 
I have taken since the outbreak. He 
animadverted on the sending of an 
inspector down, and he questioned the 
work done by the inspector on the spot 
and the report afterwards presented. | 
am explaining to the House what I did 
with respect to the appointment of the 
inspector, and also the instructions given 
to the local authority. 


*Sir CUTHBERT QUILTER : Ji that 
is the idea the right hon. Gentleman 
derived from my speech it was certainly 
the very opposite to what [| meant to 
convey. It was not a prompt, thorough, 
and complete investigation. 


*Mr. WALTER LONG: I do not know 
how we could have made this inquiry in 
a fuller manner than we did. I have 
already said that [| did not know any 
other form in which to make the inquiry 
except through the medium of an in- 
spector, which is the usual and most 
direct course. No inquiry by a Royal 
Commission or a Departmental Com- 
mittee could have been so prompt and so 
effective at the first stage of the epidemic 
as the form we adopted, namely, the 
sending down of an inspector who, by his 
own knowledge and training, could deal 
with the questions that arose in a manner 
that no layman could possibly have done. 

My hon. friend went on to say that 


this report is not of very much 
value because it contains statements 
obtained at second hand. I am quite 
unable to follow my hon. friend, as 
I cannot understand how the facts 
relating to an epidemic of this kind 
can be ascertained otherwise, and I 


; 4 -am very glad to hear from him that he 
Government Board has been found fault | 


j 


did not suggest any slight on the Govern- 


ment. Iam quite sure that if my right 
hon. friend the Member for Sleaford 


had knowledge of the immense labour 
performed in Manchester, and if he could 
realise how hard Dr. Buchanan worked, 
and for how many hours he was engaged 
in prosecuting his inquiry, he would 
immediately acknowledge the valuable 
Second Duy. 
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service rendered by that gentleman. | 
The evidence he obtained justified further | 
inquiry into the matter. I really think 
that my hon. friend, although | entirely 
accept his assurance that he meant to 
cast no reflection on the inspector, did 
him at least a kind of injustice when he 
said it was a report at second hand, and 
that there was nothing in it to contribute 
to our knowledge of the subject. I think 
the community at large are deeply in- 
debted to Dr. Buchanan for the work he 
did, and for the accurate knowledge 
which he has placed in our possession in 
regard to this serious and grave condition 
of things. 

My right hon. friend, who dealt with 
this question generally, and who devoted 
a large portion of his speech to proving 
that this epidemic had arisen from the 
presence of arsenic in beer—my right 
hon. friend and his friends blame us— 
or rather, | do not say blame us, but are 
disappointed because we have not taken 
immediate steps in the form of legislation. 
No one denies for an instant, so far as I 
know. that a large quantity of beer in the 
Manchester district, and other places, 
brewed from certain substitutes, was 
found to contain which was 
highly poisonous and dangerous, and 
that this particular epidemic was caused 
in the main from beer brewed from those 
substitutes tor barley malt. It certainly 
appeared at first that the circumstances 
were clear and simple. At first it appeared 
that nearly all the cases were those 
of people who had been large consumers 
ot beer. But before the inquiry had 
proceeded more than a short time it was 
quite apparent that many of the sufferers 
had been consumers of very small quan- 
tities of beer—in some cases a pint or a 
pint and a half per day of stout or beer. 
I have no more technical knowledge of 
this subject than an ordinary layman, 
but this immediately offered to the 
scientific experts to whom I have to resort 
for advice and information a new field of 
inquiry with regard to this particular 
form of poisoning. The question im- 
mediately arose whether this particular 
result appearing in people who had not 
been large consumers of malt liquors was 
due to cumulative effects of arsenic in 
small doses which hitherto had hardly 
been suspected, whether it wasdue tosome 
special circumstances connected with the 
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individual or his condition at the time, 
or whether the arsenic so absorbed in the 
system came into bad company by meet- 
ing some other poison which made it 
suddenly become active where previously 
it had been locked up and doing no harm. 
These were the questions immediately 
raised by the scientific experts and 
brought before me, and which justified, 
and not only justified, but called for the 
appointment of the Commission to which 
so much exception has been taken to-day. 
My right hon. friend who initiated this 
debate knows better than I do, because 
he has had longer experience, that in 
questions of this kind to a very large 
extent the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board must look to experts, and 
rely upon their assistance. We could 
rely with absolute confidence in this 
matter upon the medical officer of the 
Local Government Board. Distinguished 
as have been the Board’s medical officers 
in the past, Sir George Buchanan and 
Sir Richard Thorne Thorne, the Depart- 
ment is now fortunate in having as their 
successor one who is so eminent scientifi- 
cally, and who has so much administra- 
tive ability as the present medical officer. 
In his judgment and knowledge | can 
place the fullest reliance, and that being 
so, I had no hesitation in accepting the 
advice given to me that it was absolutely 
necessary a further scientific inquiry 
should be made into this before the 
Department could accept certain allega- 
tions as facts. In addition to this it was 
suggested by some—reterence has been 
made to it in the speeches of my hon. 
friends to-day—that do what you would, 
brew from what you like, glucose or malt, 
some quantity of arsenic would be found. 
It was suggested that in some cases the 
amount of arsenic which might be found 
might be so small as to be medically 
harmless, and that no exception ought 
to betakentoit. If that be the case it is 
all the more a subject for investigation 
by a scientific body. Further than that, 
and this is a most important point, if 
it be the case that under certain circum- 
stances this terrible poison may be intro- 
duced into the substitutes used for brew- 
ing beer, it may be necessary to impose on 
the manufacturers of these articles 
greater restrictions than at the present 
time. This all shows that it is a subject 
on which we required further inquiry 
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by a scientific body to which we could'a Government Department can adopts 


look for advice and guidance. 

The suggestion which has been made 
by my hon. friends who have spoken is, 
that we should adopt what is called “ pure 
beer ” legislation of one form or another. 
My hon. and gallant friend behind me 
says that sound legislation of that kind 
ought to be adopted, not because of the 
public health so much as because he con- 
siders that the individual has a right to 
know what he is buying. I need not say 
more about that than, in passing, to re- 
mind him and the House that the legisla- 
tion to which he refers was not initiated 
and passed through the House in the in- 
terestsof public health. It was passed 


through the House in order to pre- 
vent fraud. I am _ bound, for the 
purpose of this discussion, to look 


at this question solely from the point 
of view of public health—solely how 
the health of the community can be 
best protected, in view of the facts 
disclosed by this epidemic, and what is the 
duty of the Department responsible for 
the administration of the public health 
laws. I do not think I have exaggerated 
what the position of this or of any Govern- 
ment must be in regard to any legislation 
upon a subject like this. Surely, it would 
be impossible for the Government to 
introduce legislation either of a prohibi- 
tive character, or of a character to enforce 
the declaration of the articles from which 
beer is made, unless three conditions 
were first fulfilled. Surely. it would be 
necessary to show, before prohibiting the 
use of substitutes altogether, or differen- 
tiating as against them by the alteration 
of duties, or by imposing any other of the 
numerous restrictions suggested, that 
the use of these substitutes was so 
inevitably connected with danger to the 
public health, either in whole or in 
regard to a large part of the substitutes, 
that their general use must be made 
illegal. Surely, if you are forbidding 
one of the articles used in the manufac- 
ture of a particular thing, and therefore 
confining the manufacture to the only 
remaining one—barley malt—that one 
also must be indisputably proved to be 
always sound and wholesome, so that 
no risk, however small, would be run. 
Witnesses who believe in one article or 
another may give their evidence, but the 
House knows perfectly well that before 


legislation such as this they must have 
all the doubts, whether great or small, 
cleared away by careful scientific inquiry. 
They must be satisfied before they adopt 
legislation of that kind that it is based on 
just and reasonable grounds. The third 
condition the Government must be satis- 
fied of before asking the House to 
legislate is that the measure they are 
proposing is one which can be carried 
into effect, and will do the work it is 
wanted to do. Not one of these condi- 
tions will be fulfilled at the present stage 
of the inquiry. My right hon. friend 
referred to the fact that there is in one 
of the reports the statement that 
arsenic was found in sugars supplied by 
firms other than Bostocks. I saw that 
statement at the time, and | took what 
steps I could to ascertain whether there 
was anything in that statement. It does 
not rest on the same solid foundation as 
the statement with regard to Bostocks. 
It is undoubtedly the case that a great 
deal of the sugar was supplied to the 
brewers through middlemen, and it is 
very probable that after the poison was 
detected in Manchester all the poisonous: 
sugar was not discovered to have come 
direct from Bostocks. I think that, in 
common justice, I ought to say that, not- 
withstanding the fact that the brewers ot 
Manchester stood to lose very heavily, 
they offered to supply every possible 
facility in the inquiry conducted, and did 
all in their power to help in the elucida- 
tion of the facts of the case. ‘The investi- 
gations of the inspectors and the evidence 
given in nearly all the cases, and the 
reports of local medical officers, all went to 
show that this particular epidemic in 
Manchester and district was due, as I said 
before, to the substitutes supplied by one 
manufacturing firm, into which the 
poisonous matter had got, owing to care- 
lessness so extraordinary that it is difti- 
cult to realise even now how it could 
have happened. When it is considered 
how easy it is to prevent the introduc- 
tion of this poison, and when it must 
or should have been known that 
this sulphuric acid was to be used 
for certain purposes, it is almost incon- 
ceivable that such carelessness could have 
taken place. I think there can be no 
doubt that this particular epidemic was 
due to glucose manufactured by one: 
Necond Day. 
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firm, and I am informed that that firm 
only manufactured about five per cent. 
of the beer substitutes manufactured in 
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this country. Now, I put it to the House | 


that the evidence so far is practically, if 
not absolutely, confined to that one firm. 


There seems to be very strong evidence , 


that the epidemic, if not entirely at an 
end, was arrested and dealt with almost 
as soon asthe poison was discovered. 
There would appear to be scarcely any 
cases in which poisonous symptoms 
appeared for the first time after the 
nature of the epidemic became gene- 
rally known. Therefore, would it be 
possible for anybody to say, speaking 
on behalf of the Department, that the 
case against substitutes was so firmly 
established, either in whole or in part, 
as to justify prohibitive legislation, or 
even declaratory legislation ? 
tonished to hear my right hon. friend 
suggest in his speech, and I think the 
suggestion was taken up by the hon. 
Member for Sudbury, that the allega- 
tions about barley malt were a red herring 
drawn across the path. The statements 
were not invented by the brewers or the 
brewers’ friends, or by anybody of that 
kind. The statements emanated from 
men whose sole object was to ascertain 
facts, and to put the public in possrs- 
sion of the truth. The first I heard of 
this was in a report by the public analyst 
of the city of Manchester. It is said 
it referred only to arsenic in minute 
quantity. This is not the case. He 
found arsenic to the extent of one- 
tenth of a grain per gallon. If proper 
precautions are adopted with regard 
to the treatment of substitutes the 
same must follow in the case of barley 
malt. Do you mean to tell me that the 
presence of arsenic in malt is not im- 
portant! It seems to me to be per- 
fectly clear that the same precautions 
will have to be taken in all cases. 

I am the last person in the world to 
raise a scare about the existence of poison 
either in barley malt or anything else. 
I feel very strongly that an epidemic of 
this kind opens up a new field of know- 
ledge and inquiry, and that it is my 
duty to see not only that everything is 
done that can be done under the law as 
it stands, and that all possible information 
is given to those who are locally respon- 
sible for the protection of the public 

Mr. Walter Long. 


I was as- 


'COMMONS} 


the King’s Speech. 214 


health, but also that every inquiry is 
made that is likely to throw further 
light on the subject, in order, if neces- 
sary, to take any fresh legislative action 
that may be taken on the solid basis of 
ascertained fact. Therefore it is that, I 
submit to the House, in the present 
state of our knowledge there cannot be 
given by those eminent scientific and 
medical men on whom the Local Govern- 
ment Board rely that clean bill of health 
which would surely be an absolute con- 
dition before it would be possible to 
exclude everything else and leave the 
manufacture of beer to one article alone, 
My hon. friend the Member tor Sudbury 
drew a very moving picture of what 
might happen if things go on as they 
are at the present time. He gave us 
some remarkable figures, and asked 
if the Government is going to do nothing. 
I ask my hon. friend and those who 
agree with him what would be the 
safeguard, even supposing the conditions 
he asked for could be fulfilled; and 
though I were prepared to recommend 


to the House immediate legislation 
such as he desires, where would 
be the effect of that — legislation 
upon this immediate epidemic and 


this immediate danger? There is, to 
say the least, very strong division of 
opinion amongst those who know as to 
whether legislation of this kind could be 


effectively enforced. I do not wish to 
make comparisons between different 
scientific witnesses, but I have read 


every word of the evidence given before 
the Committee to which my right hon. 
friend has referred—I have read it three 
or four times absolutely impartially ; 
I had no preconceived views, but | 
approached the subject from the public 
health point of view—and I do not hesi- 
tate to say that anybody who will take 
the trouble to read it will find that the 
bulk of the evidence given either by 
scientific or practical people shows that 
there is the gravest doubt as to whether 
legislation of this particular kind could 
be given effect to or not. It would be 
practically impossible to apply the test 
in the open market, to go into the open 
market and test the beer and ascertain 
whether it was made with one class of 
materials or the other. It would be 
trifling with the House of Commons for the 
Government to come forward and propose 
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legislation of that character when they 
are face to face with this mass of evi- 
dence—— 


*Sir CUTHBERT QUILTER: I am 
sorry to interrupt my right hon. friend, 
but he rather took me to task for 
trying to minimise the evidence of the 
Local Government Board. That being so, 
Ido not think it comes well from him-——— 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 


hon. Member is replying. 


*Sir CUTHBERT QUILTER: But I 
think I have a right to complain that 
the right hon. Gentleman is attempting 
to minimise the evidence—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order ! 


*Mr. WALTER LONG: TI really do 
not think my hon. friend's criticism 
is justified. Surely I am entitled to 
read and weigh the evidence carefully, 
and come to an opinion as to the side 
on which the balance lies. 


*Sir CUTHBERT QUILTER: We 
have neither the resources of the Local 
Government Board nor the brewers. 


*Mr. WALTER LONG: My resources 
are my eyes; I have read the evidence 
and arrived at a conclusion. What 
my hon. friend means by the resources 
of the Board of Trade or the brewers I 
have no idea. 


*Srr CUTHBERT QUILTER: You 
compared the evidence of our experts 
with those of the other side. 


*Mr. WALTER LONG: I think my 
hon. friend is unduly sensitive. What 
I say is, that having approached the 
subject with an impartial mind, and 
having most carefully read the evi- 
dence, I was forced to the con- 
clusion that the balance cf scientific 
evidence lay on one side and not upon 
the other. 
gether, how could legislation deal with 
this immediate problem? Supposing the 
Government felt that legislation was 
urgently necessary, and we came down 
to this House and asked for the suspen- 
sion of allthe Standing Orders, and asked 
the House to pass with the utmost 
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rapidity this protective legislation, it 
would be impossible for it to be enforced 
against beer which had been legally 
brewed from these materials, which, 
after being analysed by experts, was 
certified to be free from deleterious and 
poisonous matter. Such _ legislation 
would not stop the epidemic, and the 
Government is not justified in proposing 
it. But what, on the other hand, are 
we to do? We have appointed a Royal 
Commission ; I am the Minister respon- 
sible for the appointment of the Royal 
Commission, the justification for which 
was found in the existence of this scien- 
tific question, as to which our know- 
ledge now is imperfect, and upon which 
further information is required, and 
my action was based on the recommen- 
dation of expert medical advisers. More- 
over, I earnestly assure my right hon. 
friend that, in order that I might have 
the advantage of obviously unbiassed 
opinion, I did my best to get outside 
advice. So far Ihave not discovered any 
eminent scientific opinion to point out 
that we are wrong in the course we have 
adopted in asking the Commission to 
elucidate some of these questions. 

It is said that the Commission covers 
too wide a ground because it covers 
arsenic which may be contained in other 
food ; but knowing as we do that arsenic 
has been found in this brewing sub- 
stance, and knowing that this glucose 
is used for the manufacture of other 
things—contectionery and sweets, par- 
ticularly of the cheaper kinds—is it fair 
to say that we are only to inquire into 
one branch of the subject? We are 
bound to ask the Commission to look into 
it with respect to all classes of food. Is it 
unreasonable to suppose that, realising 
as they must the seriousness of this par- 
ticular epidemic, if the Commission can 
give some answer to the greater question 
we have submitted to them that they 
will do so, and does the House doubt 
for one moment, when we are in posses- 
sion of the knowledge necessary for us to 
act, we shall hesitate to act in such a way 
as to ensure that the law of the country 
shall be effective? The hon. Member for 
Sudbury asked a question as to sele- 
nium. So far as I can ascertain, the 
knowledge upon this subject is not very 
great, but this poison is one that can be 
exists in any substance. 


Second Day. 
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With all the good will in the world, I do 
not think it would be possible for one in 
iy position to advise his colleagues to 
take any line other than the one we have 
taken on the facts as they exist. I am 
quite certain it would be a most unfor- 
tunate thing for a public department 
to take action upon a question like this, 
affecting public health, concerning scien- 
tific questions such as those referred to 
in this inquiry, unless we had ascertained 


and solid knowledge. ‘To enter into 
legislation of this kind in this 


way would be absolutely disastrous 
to public health. My right hon. 
friend and those who feel strongly 
with him may rely that we shall not 
hesitate to act, and we shall not be afraid 
to do our duty in the interests of public 
health at the Local Government Board. 

In this matter we have nothing except 
the interest of the health of the eom- 
munity at heart—that is the sole consider- 
ation which guides us; and while I regret 
that I am unable to give the promise 
asked for, when the Royal Commission 
recommends a course, either by legisla- 
tion or otherwise, which they consider 
necessary or sufficient for the purpose, 
we shall lose no time in dealing with the 
subject. 


*Mr. STRACHEY (Somersetshire, 8.) 
said he’ could not help thinking that the 
position taken up by the right hon. Gen- 
tleman amounted to a 
It was undoubtedly the fact that the 
production of impure beer had had a 
very disastrous effect on the public 
health of the country, though happily 
at the moment the serious epidemic was 
not recurring. It was not only a question 


non possumus. 


of dealing with pure beer upon the | 
ground of a great epidemic; it was 


necessary to approach the question from 
the point of view of the consumer, and 
he could not help comparing the present 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman with 
the attitude taken up by the Govern- 
ment during the existence of the last 
Parliament, when the question of 
adulteration of food and drugs was before 
the House, and when the right hon. 
Gentleman was not ready to prevent 
the people getting sham milk and 
butter instead of pure milk and butter 
by stopping the colouring of margarine 
and of separated milk. The right 
Mr. Walter Long. 
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hon. Gentleman was apparently quite 
ready to allow the brewers of this. 
country to adulterate their beer by 
brewing, not with barley malt and hops, 
but any kind of substitute which would 
produce a beer which publicans would 
not be able to refuse to take owing to 
the system of tied-houses. A great 
number of brewers were brewing from 
foreign substances and sending out beer 
to tied houses which were obliged to 
receive it, and it appeared to him that 
those brewers were to be allowed to brew 
from any materials so long as the revenue 
did not suffer. That was the position 
taken up by the right hon. Gentleman 
in the previous year, when speaking on 
the arsenic epidemic caused by adul- 
terated beer, and when he said it was a 
matter which had to be looked at to a 
great extent from the point of revenue. 
*Mr. WALTER LONG : No. 

*Mr. STRACHEY: Did not the right 
hon. Gentleman say it must be looked at 
to a great extent from the point of re- 
venue? 


*Mr. WALTER LONG : My hon. friend 
has put on my remarks so different an 
interpretation to that which I intended 
to convey that I did not recognise them. 


*Mr. STRACHEY expressed great satis- 

faction that the idea that the question 
of revenue should stand between the 
consumer and his beer was repudiated 
by the right hon. Gentleman. At the 
same time, the right hon. Gentleman 
having taken up the attitude that the 
Government could not do anything at 
the moment, it was to be hoped when a 
Bill dealing with this subject was intro- 
duced into the House by a private Mem- 
ber he would at least allow it to go te 
Second Reading. 

At the present moment there was no 
definition of beer at all in the same way 
as there was a definition of milk and 
butter. Beer could be made from any 
kind of rubbish; but it was only fair 
that when a consumer asked for beer 
he should receive an article brewed from 
barley malt and hops, and not from sub- 
stitutes of various kinds. To the threat 
of the brewers that if they were not 
allowed to brew from these substitutes 
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they would buy foreign barley and 
brew from that he would reply, 
Timeo Danaos et dona _ ferentes. 


The barley growers of this country 
did not, in supporting legislation for pure 
beer, come to the House and ask for 
protection in any shape or form—all 
they asked for was a fair field and no 
favour. Many people outside the House 
regretted that the Government had not 
seen their way to promise legislation of 
some kind on this subject, in order that 
the public when they asked for pure 
beer might be certain they were getting 
itand not some mixture containing any- 
thing which might be cheap, in order to 
enable the brewers to pay the very large 
dividends they were continually declar- 
ing. He hoped that the Government 
would be forced to change their mind 
with regard to this question. 


sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): There is one question connected 
with the war in South Africa which 
has not hitherto been brought before the 
attention of the House, but which ex- 
cites and will continue to excite con- 
siderable interest in the country. That 
question is the terrible loss that our 
armies in the field have sustained through 
the ravages of preventible disease. I 
think the subject deserves the consider- 
ation of the House, and as the Report of 
the Hospitals Commission has just been 
placed before the country it is only 
right that I should refer to some points 
connected with this matter. With re- 
ference to the terrible losses sustained 
by our torces in the field I need refer 
only to the fact that up to the end of 
last year the loss was 7,500 men from 
disease alone, while some 30,200 men 
were invalided home not because of 
wounds inflicted by the enemy, but in 
consequence of being attacked by dis- 
ease during the progress of the campaign. 
The death-rate per thousand of our 
soldiers was no less than 373, which 
is about six times the rate in the same 
class of population during times of peace. 
That is a condition of things which at 
all events requires some consideration. 
lf you analyse the figures up to the end 
of September—the figures to the end 
of the year have not yet come into my 
—no less than 3,642 deaths, 
or nearly one-half, were caused by typhoid 
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or enteric fever, which is eminently a 
preventible matter. Up to the 2&th 
September, no less than 15,655 men 
were stricken by that disease, of whom 
9,128 were invalided home. When 
it is remembered that each one of 
those men had gone through an illness 
of probably four or five weeks’ duration 
in South Africa and then came home at 
the expense of the Government and 
were invalided here for a further period, 
it will be seen what an enormous amount 
of loss that means to the country. The 
death-rate from typhoid fever alone 
has been about ten per thousand men 
engaged in the campaign, which is 
eight or nine times as great as the death 
rate under similar circumstances on 
service in this country or South Africa. 
This mortality is to be all the more 
regretted because it exists among those 
men who under great hardships and at 
great sacrifice have been devoting them- 
selves to the defence of our Imperial 
interests, and | feel compelled therefore 
to call special attention to this grave 


matter. I have held for a long time 
past that a great deal of this disease 


was preventible, and the more I study 
the Report of the Hospitals Commission 
the more | am convinced in that opinion. 
It was certainly foreseen, but just as cer- 
tainly as it was foreseen it was not pro- 
vided tor. Everyone who considered 
the nature of the war saw that we should 
lose more men by disease than by the 
weapons of the enemy. The war 
to be in a country in which these dis- 
eases are practically always at home, and 
therefore it was only right that precau- 
tions should be taken. That was the 
reason some of us at the commencement 
of the war thought special provision 
should have been made to try and place 
the troops in a position in which they 
would be protected as far as possible 
from the ravages of these diseases. With 
that view | thought, and I still think, 
the Government ought to have sent out 
a special corps or body of men to look 
into these matters. The Government 
did wisely in sending out a certain num- 
ber of men to look after the surgery of 
the campaign, but they must have 
known that we were going to lose double 
as many men by disease as from wounds, 
and it was even more incumbent upon the 
War Office to guard against that danger. 


Was 
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I myself suggested that some such steps 
should be taken, but the answer from 
the War Office was in these words— 

“The need of special assistance is not the 
same in sanitary matters as in surgical opera- 
tions. The general practice of an Army doctor 
must necessarily make him inferior as an 
operator to skilled specialists, but sanitary 
investigations are amongst the most important 
of his daily duties, and he is const untly accu- 
mulating evidence in regard to them. The 
Director General, therefore, does not regard as 
necessary the establishment of such a Commis- 
sion as you recommend.” 


the War Office, acting on 
the opinion of the Director General, 
did not think it necessary to send out 
any experts to consider this question of 
the sanitation of camps and other places 
in which the soldiers were congregated, 
because the Army Medical Department 
was quite competent to undertake this 
work. That conclusion, arrived at de- 
liberately by the War Office in Novem- 
ber, 1899, is absolutely contradicted by 
the Report of the Hospitals Commission. 
The Report is full of evidence that the 
War Office was wrong in that particular 
matter. There are several extracts which 
point to the necessity of improved sani- 
tation. On page 44 there is a remark- 
able sentence or two which I think 
ought to be placed before the House. 
In speaking of the sanitation of Bloem- 
fontein, where, it will be remembered, 
some of the saddest occurrences con- 
nected with the epidemic took place, 
the 

“At the end of March a sanitary inspector 
was appointed by the military authorities for 
the whole town and camp, but he was not a 
specially trained sanitary authority. Some 
difficulty was experienced in vetting a suitable 
man for the post, as is ev idenced ‘by the fact 
that the inspector had to be changed more 
than once by the military authorities. That 
some troubie arose by reason of the defective 
sanitation of the town we think is very pro- 
bable, although we do not consider that the 
great outbreak of enteric fever or any con- 
siderable portion of it was due to preventible 
causes.” 


That is to say, 


teport says 


In that passage the Commission point out 
that the necessity for a sanitary officer 
was felt at the time. and an endeavour 
was made to meet it, but there was 
nobody qualified to do the work. At 
Pretoria there was the same kind of ex- 
perience. Then, after the epidemic 
at Bloemfontein and the equally deplor- 
able and lamentable scenes witnessed 
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Kroonstadt, it was determined as far ag 
possible to remove these evils, and not 
only to have persons treated more satisfac- 
torily, but to do all that was possible to 
prevent disease. So at last the authori- 
ties consented to the kind of assistance 
they ought to have had at the beginning 
of the war, and they sent for Dr. Turner, 
Medical Officer of Health to the Cape 
Government. He was consulted on 
the subject by Lord Roberts and author- 
ised to deal with the sanitation, and 
matters were soon remedied. 

‘*Previous to his appointment great need 
existed for a good expert sanitary officer pro- 
perly to supervise the town and the camp, and 
also to select proper and healthy sites tor the 
troops to camp upon. 


These are the very grounds upon which 
I urged the necessity of having such 
officers, and at Pretoria the evidence 
placed before this Commission was so 
strong that it is mentioned in the Report 
that such a course was necessary. The 
need of this is shown by a statement 
of Dr. Turner in his evidence that 
site was selected for the 
Welsh Regiment on its arrival, whieh might 
have led, if it had not been changed, to eon 
siderable sickness being developed in that 
regiment.” 


“a very insanitary 


I believe there are other cases in which 
serious sickness has been developed 
through bad sites being selected, but all 
such conditions would have been avoided 
if there had been proper sanitary experts 
attached to the forces fighting on our 
behalf. These extracts are sufficient to 
show that the mind of this Commission 
has come absolutely to the point which 
the Government refused to recognise 
in November, 1899, and the fifth recom- 
mendation at the conclusion of their 
Report is the appointment of properly 


qualified officers of the Royal Army 
Medical Corps to undertake — sant- 
tary duties. The finding of — this 
Report, both in the letterpress where 


it deals with the facts brought out 
in evidence, and in the conclusions which 
are put forward as necessary for the 
proper organisation of the Medical Ser- 
vice, absolutely contradicts the conclusion 
at which the War Office arrived and 
supports the suggestion which was made 
to the Department as far back as Novem- 
ber, 1899. IL therefore feel that that 
suggestion has been justified by the re- 
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sults of this Inquiry, and I want to know 
from some responsible member of the 
Government what steps are proposed to be 
taken to carry out this recommendation, 
and to prevent the lamentable loss of 
life on the part of the brave fellows 
fighting for their country in South 
Africa, by the appointment of some 
special corps to look after these sanitary 
matters. This Commission will not have 
been issued in vain if it has the effect of 
bringing about such a reform as that— 
areform which, I believe, will save scores 
of lives in the future by giving the Army 
that sanitary advice which in this cam- 
paign has been so evidently lacking. 

[ should like to refer here for a moment 
to the excellent work done at Pretoria 
by the hon. Member for Bow and Brom- 
ley. Before, or possibly after, the sani- 
tary expert was called in a local commis- 
sion or body of gentlemen were appointed 
to look atter sanitary matters. The 
hon. Member for Bow and Bromley 
happened at that time to be in Pretoria, 
and he took an active and distinguished 
part in carrying out the sanitation of 


the town. I think the country is 
indebted to him for the services he 
performed there. Many admirable 


things were done, which unfortunately 
were left undone at Bloemfontein, in 
order to lessen the virulence and severity 
of the epidemic. The hon. Member 
found that at Pretoria the pail system 
was used for carrying away the refuse 
and excreta trom the hospitals, in which 
excreta. were contained the very germs 
which cansed the spread of the epi- 
demic. ‘The Report ingenuously says that 
these excreta were in most places properly 
buried at sufficient depth. They ought 
to have been buried at sufficient depth 
in every case. But the hon. Member 
took a better, more scientific, and more 
thorough method of protecting the lives 
of the soldiers: he made arrangements 
for doing away with this pail system, 
and had furnaces erected in which all 
this poisonous stuff was destroyed by 
fire and thus rendered innocuous. Such 
furnaces would have been erected at 
Bloemfontein if there had been a proper 
sinitary authority to look after the 
matter. I believe the record of the lack 
ot foresight shown by the War Oftice 
inthis matter is to be found in the loss of 
hundreds of lives in the course of the 
campaign. 
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This Report has been described in some 


of the papers as a “ whitewashing ” 
Report. I do not think that that is alto- 


gether an accurate description. A good 
deal of whitewashing has been attempted, 
possibly with the best of motives, but 
the whitewash was apparently not 
sufficient to extend over the wide surface 
to be covered. Here and there it is 
extremely thin, and you see the lurid 
facts betraying themselves under the 
covering with which the Commissioners 
have endeavoured to hide them. There 
is in this Report an almost absolute con- 
firmation of the statements made a few 
months ago in connection with what 
was called the “hospital scandal.” The 
Commissioners say that they do not 
think there was a hospital scandal. 
If there was not a hospital seandal 
there were certainly very grave con- 
ditions affecting the nursing and 
treatment of our soldiers which should 
be sufficient in this or any other country, 
even under the conditions of warfare, 
to cause a considerable amount of heart- 
searching and trouble on the part of 
those responsible for the work. The 
hon. Member for Westminster, in a very 
remarkable letter in The Times, drew a 
graphic and, I am inclined to think, 
after reading this Report, an absolutely 
unexaggerated account of the conditions 
existing at Bloemfontein. What do I 
find on reading this Report, which prac- 
tically says there was no scandal in South 
Africa? In the pages referring to 
Bloemfontein I find there are admitted 
evils in connection with one of the hos- 
pitals there, and the same evils with 
reference to No. 9 Hospital. What are 
these evils? There is admitted to have 
been overcrowding. In one the 
capacity being for 521 persons, there were 
1,398; and the other hospital, with the 
same capacity, had no less than 1,600 
persons in it at one time, or more than 
three times as many as the staff and 
equipment were equal to. Then there 
were too few doctors and too few 
orderlies, and these doctors and orderlies 
were not properly supervised and looked 
after. Some of the orderlies are admitted 
to have been inattentive and drunken. 
Moreover, many of these men had to work 
thirty-six hours out of forty-eight ; and 
all honour to them for such devotion to 
their duty, but all blame to those who 
caused such work to be necessary. We 
Second Thy. 
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were told that there were not sufficient 
nurses up to the end of May to look after 
the patients. Then there were insufh- 
cient clothing and insufficient hospital 
utensils; and yet the authorities were 
able to accumulate food and supplies for 
the whole army for forty-five days, and 
while that was being done these unfor- 
tunate men who were lying in the 
hospitals at Bloemfontein had not the 
ordinary appliances that were necessary. 
Again, the washing was improperly 
done. whilst in other hospitals it was 
done properly. The were not 
properly distributed, and the latrines 
were not properly covered up. There 
had been delay in serving patients with 
food, due to the fact that there was not 
sufficient boiling water to be obtained; 
and in other cases the proper cooking 
utensils for these men who were dying 
were not provided. There was also a 
deficiency of blankets to cover them; 
and yet in the stores at Bloemfontein the 
Commissioners’ Report shows that there 
were plenty of blankets if the medical 
officers had only known where to send 
forthem. The Commissioners also speak 
of the lack of organisation, for when 
deficiencies arose the officers did not seem 
to know where to apply. Then there is 
the very serious charge that some of the 
patients who were too ill to walk were 
often obliged to walk to these hospitals. 
I remember some years ago an epidemic 
of cholera which occurred in’ Dublin. 
There was a hospital specially opened 
for this epidemic, and what puzzled 
everybody there was the fact that a 
larger proportion of the patients in the 
ward upstairs died than was the case 
in the ward on the ground floor, 
although in both wards the patients 
were treated on the same principles, fed 
with similar food, and attended by equally 
skilled nurses. The staff at that hospital 
were puzzled to account for this, and 
they could not understand why the 
patients upstairs did not get well so 
quickly as those downstairs. The reason 
was that the patients upstairs had their 
vitality broken by the last straw of effort 
in having to walk upstairs. Therefore 
the fact that these men suffering from 
typhoid fever had to walk to the hos- 
pitals was one way of adding seriously 
to the mortality of this campaign. I 
mention this simply to illustrate the 
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gravity of this admission on the part 


of the Commissioners. I am_ very 
glad that, in some respects, this 


Commission has not distributed blame 
too widely, but in many cases they have 
been almost superstitiously delicate in 
avoiding blame. This particular hospital 
is referred to in this way— 

** The principal medical officer, owing to the 
crowded state of his hospital, had many things 
to attend to : 


A man is likely to have a good many 
things to attend to when he has in a 
hospital intended for 500 patients no less 
than 1,300. The Report proceeds— 


‘‘and great difficulties to meet, and this pro- 
bably accounts for the fact that he was so 
seldom seen in the tents of the hospital or 
amongst the patients.” 


I think that is an unworthy attempt to 
try and get rid of responsibility. So 
much for the reference to Bloemfontein. 
I think that those who read between the 
lines of the Report will find that it con- 
tains the same confirmation of the state- 
ments made by those who spoke 
plainly months ago on these benches 
and elsewhere. ‘There is also a con- 
firmation of those scandals in con- 
nection with the hospitals at Kroon- 
stadt. The condition of things there 
was appallingly bad, and | find the 
Commissioners reporting this, which | 
think ought to be mentioned before the 
House. ‘This was the first place where 
there wasany delay after Lord Roberts's 
march from Bloemfontein, and many 
men attacked with typhoid at Pretoria 
pluckily determined to go on with the 
onward march. Some of them fell out, 
and others struggled on with aching 
limbs and parched tongues, only to fall 
down helpless at Kroonstadt. And how 
is their condition described ? Professor 
Henry Edward Clarke, chief surgeon in 
charge of the Scottish Hospital, in his 
evidence, shows how urgently aid was 
needed at Kroonstadt even on 25th May, 
when he arrived there. The town had 
been occupied ten or twelve days before. 
The Report says— 

‘“* He found all the buildings which haa been 
taken as hospitals overcrowded ; for instance, 
he foand men in the Grand Hotel lying on and 
under the billiard table and on the -ettees and 
floors. All had mattresses, but three-fourths of 
them had no bedsteads to he on. Owing to 
the lack of orderlies and utensils, he found that 
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some men remained unwashed for some few 
days, and that their clothing remained un- 
changed even, in a tew cases, when fouled by 
evacuations. He further says that sometimes 
they could not get pruper comforts, and that 
there was a temporary ueticiency of certain 
medicines, and he adds that this condition of 
affairs lasted till about 8th June.” 





I do not see how that can be excused. 
There was a condition of things necessa- 
rily tending to add to the mortality from 
disease, and add to that long death-roll 
which is one of the saddest features of 
this campaign in South Africa. These 
admissions as to Kroonstadt and Bloem- 
fontein are the two greatest blots on our 
campaign, and they prove the case that 
these unfortunate men, from some cause 
or other, did not have that attention 
which I am sure this country and every 
Member of this House desired that they 
should have. It has been said that they 
could not have them on account of the 
difficulties of transport. With refer- 
ence to that [ will make this observation. 
While we have admissions as to the 
gravity of the conditions under which 
these poor fellows were placed, we have 
the evidence also that during the time the 
army was at Bloemfontein, Lord Roberts 
had sufficient transport at his disposal 
to accumulate food for forty-five days for 
the army before he made his advance. 
I have no doubt this was a proper advance 
to make from a military point of view ; 
but surely if you could accumulate food 
for an army of 40,000 men for forty-five 
diys, there might have been the delay 
of a day or two in order that some- 
thing might have been done to alleviate 
the suffering and the disgraceful condi- 
tions under which the sick and wounded 
were placed. It was not essential that 
Pretoria should have been taken on any 
particular day, and it was a matter of 
moral certainty that it would be taken, 
whenever the advance was made. There 
was no necessity to keep to the time-table 
of a particular day, and if Johannesburg 
and Pretoria had fallen a week later and 
this had saved a few hundred lives of our 
soldiers it would have been a national 
gain. That might bea question for mili- 


‘tary experts, but it seems to me that there 


was in this campaign, from some cause or 
other, a lack of preparations for the sick 
and wounded, and a breakdown of the 
arrangements which ought not to have 


occurred, considering the way in which | 
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the Government have been backed up by 
the country, and the generous way in 
which the public have endeavoured to 
do everything they can to render the 
condition of our soldiers satisfactory and 
healthy. 

I want to know from the right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary of State for 
War whether steps have been taken to 
remedy these defects, and whether he 
proposes to reorganise, as far as possible 
during the continuance of the war, the 
medical services so that these things 
cannot occur in the future. This 
Report recommends the reorganisation of 
the Royal Army Medical Corps to a 
considerable extent, and it recommends 
also the appointment of a further Com- 
mittee. I want to know what kind of a 
Committee the right hon. Gentleman is 
going to appoint to do that work. Will 
it be a body calculated to do the work in 
a thorough fashion, or will the inquiry 
be referred to a small Departmental 
Committee, or a body of men of whom 
we shall hear nothing until we have their 
Report before us? I think this question 
ought to be approached in a broad and 
vigorous spirit, and I believe the right 
hon. Gentleman’s intentions are strongly 
in this direction. I believe that he is 
desirous of meeting the difficulties which 
have overtaken the Army Medical Ser- 
vice with a strong hand, and of making 
it not only better manned, but placing 


it under better conditions and more 
fit for future service. I think that 


should be done. I will not use the word 
“radical,” but I hope it will be done in 
a spirit of thorough reform in order that 
we may have none of these difficulties 
and dangers in the future. While the 
teport of the Commission recommends 
this reorganisation, I think it gives us 
also a sufficient justification for all that 
has been said in this House, and for all 
that has been written in the newspapers 
as tothe breakdown of our Army Medical 
Service, which would have been con- 
siderably greater if it had not been for the 
splendid efforts made by private gener- 
osity. I do not think that we ought to 
rely upon private generosity in this 
matter, because the taxpayers of this 
country are quite willing to find the 
money necessary to make the Army 
efficient and to protect the health of the 
men. We ought not to rely in the future 
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on private effort coming to our aid, and 
we ought not to rely either too much on 
civil surgeons to supplement the defi- 
ciency of the Royal Army Medical Corps, 
but we should equip our Army with a 
proper medical service just as tho- 
roughly as we should equip the Army 
with artillery. We should also have the 
same foresight with reference to disease 
as we ought to exhibit in every other 
military operation. I will ask the right 
hon. Gentleman in his reply to give us 
some assurance that he will deal with 
this matter from top to bottom in a 
thorough spirit, so that the condition of 
things to which I have referred can 
never occur again. 


*Mr. GUTHRIE (Tower Hamlets, 
Bow): As this is the first occasion upon 
which I have addressed the House, | ask 
hon. Members to grant me their indul- 
gence. | thought it desirable to refrain 
from speaking before, because I had 
every confidence in the Government, 
and I| believed that they would do every- 
thing in their power in order to inquire 
fully into these matters with a view to 
the reorganisation of the Army Medical 
Department. Now that the Commission 
has reported, and the matter is no longer 
sub judice. | would like to pass a tew 
criticisms not only upon the action of 
the Government, but also upon the 
Report of the Commission itself. 1 am 
not going to pass my remarks in any 
spirit hostile to the Government, but 
I make them because at the last elec- 
tion | pledged myself to the electors to 
use every effort in my power to force the 
Government to go on with Army reform, 
and I feel that I should be neglecting 
my duty if I did not call attention to some 
things which came within my own per- 
sonal knowledge during the time I was in 
South Africa. I have not the slightest 
doubt that when the fever was at its 
height at Bloemfontein the Government 
were quite as ignorant as the country as 
to the true state of things existing in 
that city. | remember the conster- 
nation and surprise caused in Bloem- 
fontein upon the receipt of the speeches 
made in London by Sir William MacCor- 
mac and Mr. Treves. Sir William Mae- 
Cormac said— 

“Tt would not have been possible to have 
anything more complete or better arranged 
than the Medical Service in this war.” 
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Mr. Treves endorsed those words, and he 
also went out of his way, if 1 may say so, 
to wantonly insult a body of women in 
South Africa, some of whom, | admit, 
were perhapsvery much in the way in Cape 
Town, but many of whom were doing good 
service to their country, and in my 
opinion their patriotism was not less than 
that of Mr. Treves. I do not wish to, 
belittle the services which were rendered, 
to the country by Mr. Treves, which I 
have no doubt were underpaid at the 


rate of £5,000 per year, but I repeat 
that I do not think that he had 
any right to insult certain women 


in South Africa who were working 
simply for the love of their country, 
and not for £5,000 a vear. When the 
celebrated letter of the hon. Member 
for Westminster was published. con- 
sternation was, I believe, widespread ; it 
eame like a bombshell to the English 
people. With regard to the appoint- 
ment of the Commission of Inquiry into: 
the hospital arrangements | am only 
sorry that, when the debate came on in 
this House and the Government pro- 
mised to appoint that Commission, they 
did not consult the opposing faction with 
the view to allowing them to nominate 
one member to represent their views on 
that Commission. | am certain that the 
Government had the intention of getting 
at the truth of the matter, and I think 
they made a mistake in not appointing 
one man trom the other side. Naturally, 
great weight is attached to the evidence 
given by the officers of the Royal Army 
Medical Corps. | hold in the greatest 
esteem many of the medical ofticers out 
there with whom | into contact. 
General Wilson has given evidence which 
shows what a lot of good work they did. 
On the other hand, you have to weigh very 
earetully the evidence they give, because 
they are practically on their trial, and 
therefore the evidence of civilians ought 
to carry more weight with the Commis- 
sion than the evidence given by these 
men belonging to the Royal Army Medi- 
eal Corps. Perhaps the most glowing 
tribute which has been paid to the Royal 
Army Medical Corps is that of a colonel,. 
who says— 

“T never saw a thing more splendidly done 


by the Government ; and goodness only knows 
what the bill will be when it comes in.” 


When I read his evidence in The Times |. 


came 
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could hardly believe my own eyes, when 
I saw that this man had had the audacity 
to go and give evidence before the Com- 
mission. I wvat to the War Office and 
I asked if I had made some mistake in 
regard to this man, and I asked whether 
they had received certain reports con- 
cerning him. I was unable to see any- 
body but the private secretary to the 
Adjutant General, Sir Evelyn Wood. | 
asked if I was right in supposing that 
this fofficer had been in charge of 1,700 
patients in Bloemfontein, and if I was 
right in supposing that he was the same 
man who had been placed under arrest 
for what rumour generally spoke of as 
drunkenness. The reply which reached 
me from the War Office was as follows— 

“ Dear Sir,—You are quite right in supposing 
that a report about Lient.-Colonel ———— had 
reached the War Office. It has, and his em- 
ployment has been discontinued in consequence. 
[-drew the Adjutant Geveral’s attention to 
these facts, and he thought it would be best 
for him to write to the Secretary to the Com- 


mission. I enclose a copy of the letter he is 
sending. This does not, of course, preclude you 


from making any other communication you 
wish. If you desire to make any further 
inquiry here you had probably better see the 
Adjutant General. I go on leave to-morrow 
evening. —Yours truly, P. HANSON.” 


Here is the copy of the letter which the 
Adjutant General wrote to the Secretary 
of the Commission. It is addressed to 
Mr. Church, one of the members of the 
Commission— 

* Dear Mr. Chureh,—It has been brought to 
Lord Lansdowne’s notice that some of the evi- 
dence tendered by Lieutenant-Colonel —— 
conflicts with that tendered by other witnesses 
to your Committee. I am directed, therefore, 
to inform you that the officer in question, who 
was on the Retired List, and was especially 
employed in South Africa, did not give satis- 
faction, and that as Colonel ——- *semploy- 
ment is about to terminate, Lord Lansdowne 
thinks you should be in possession of this in- 
formation in order to estimate correctly the 
value of any evidence which Colonel —— 
may have given.—Yours sincerely, 

EVELYN Woop.” 


Now when I take up the Blue-book I find 
there is no mention whatever in the 
cross-examination of this officer in regard 
tothis fact, neither was he recalled to 
be re-examined in regard to it. There 
is not a word about it in the Report. Now 
I do not find that the Commission were 
so delicate in dealing with the feelings of 
others who did not happen to hold so 
high a position. I notice that there is 
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a footnote to the evidence given by 
Captain Barrett Lennard, as follows— 


* Untrustworthy 


-charges were not well 
founded.” . 


If any evidence ought to have been re- 
ceived with a certain amount of doubt 
it is the evidence of a man who is found 
so unfit to retain his post that he was 
dismissed and sent home in disgrace. I 
would, if I had time, like to have analysed 
a good deal of the evidence that was given 
by civilians in order to compare it with 
the evidence given by the Army Medical 
authorities, for I think I could have 
shown to the House that instead of 
credence being placed in the evidence 
given by civilians, more weight has 
been attached to the evidence given 
by the officers of that very branch 
of the service which is practically on its 
trial. There is a story well known to 
every Member of this House, which 
created some sensation when it appeared 
in one of the letters written by the hon. 
Member tor Westminster. I believe the 
Leader of the House said that were it 
true it would make one’s blood run 
cold. The Commission took special pains 
to investigate this story. ‘They examined 
myself on this particular subject, and 
they also examined the hon. Member 
for Westminster, Colonel Exham, Captain 
Lawrence, Dr. Stoker (the surgeon in 
charge of the Irish Hospital, to which these 
men were eventually admitted), and 
others. I have since read the evidence 
I gave, and | find it agrees with the evi- 
dence given by these other witnesses, 
with the exception of Colonel] Exham. 
I find that in the Report of the Com- 
mission they have not only disregarded 
my story, but they say that the facts 
were not fully known to me; and they 
practically take for gospel the story 
of the very man who is responsible for 
the mistake occurring. They disbelieve 
my story, but certainly do so very 
politely, they do not actually say that 
| lied tothem. They also believe Colonel 
Exham’s story as against the story told 
by the surgeon of the Irish Hospital, who 
had nothing to conceal and who had 
no personal interests to serve. I will 
give an extract from the evidence ot 
Colonel Exham, who says— 

“The men were suffering from fever, which 


subsequently proved to be the early stage of 
enteric. They were mostly asleep, and none 
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were in such a condition to make an early 
removal an urgency.” 

Dr. Stoker says— 

“These were all serious cases of enteric. 
ne of them had double pneumonia when he 
arrived, with a temperature over 105. Three 
others were also very bad. Honestlv, I am 
afraid those two poor chaps are dying.” 

And yet the Commissioners preferred 
to believe the evidence of Col. Exham. 
He says he went to the station, but | 
did not see him, although I was there 
the whole time. If he did examine them 
he could not have done it with any care, 
and how could he under these cireum- 
stances have come to the conclusion 
that none of them were serious cases of 
enteric? I believe it is almost necessary 
in order to diagnose an enteric patient 
to undress the man, to see exactly the 
condition of his body. He also says 
that supplies of food were ordered to 
be sent from No. 9 General Hospital ; 
no doubt they were, but I very 
much doubt if they ever arrived. 
I have mislaid the quotation, but the 
Commission summarised their statement 
by saying that this was more or less a 
unique occasion ; that it did not occur 
very often. Now, one of the witnesses, 
Captain Lawrence, the railway staff 
officer at Bloemfontein, a man who had 
every opportunity of judging, because 
his work kept him at the station all the 
day and night long—in fact he slept at 
the station—was asked by the Commission 
whether there were many occasions 
on which men were kept waiting a long 
time at the station, and his answer was, 
“| am sorry to say there were; it was 
a constant occurrence.” He agreed with 
me that this was only a typical instance, 
and in truth I was only taking one of 
a very great many cases which I myself 
saw occurring day after day. Well, I 
went to report the case to the P.M.O. 
at Bloemfontein, and asked him if it were 
not possible to have an orderly specially 
in the station on permanent duty, to 
attend to these cases on arrival ; and he 
said he would consider the matter. But 
what I say is this: he ought not to have 
considered then, but months before. 
It was perfectly easy to get men from 
the base. I find no fault with the au- 
thorities for not getting up supplies. 
[ quite believe it was impossible to get up 
supplies, although every man from Lord 
Roberts downwards did everything he 
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could to do so. But the P.M.O. could 
have got orderlies and nurses from Cape 
Town, andif the Surgeon-General had had 
an orderly at the station at Bloemfontein 
constantly on duty, none of these horrible 
catastrophes would have occurred ; 
and I have no doubt that from the want 
of an orderly if lives were not lost, at 
least health was very seriously injured. 

Then I was asked, while giving evidence 
before the Commission, by the President 
to suggest the name of any witness whose 
evidence might be useful to the Com- 
mission and among others I gave the 
name of a civilian who was my assistant 
in Bloemfontein, and who had spent 
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a good deal of time in the station, 
who knew the town thoroughly, 


and saw a great deal of work in the 
hospital there. I wrote to this gentle. 
man and asked if he were willing 
to give evidence, and he at once wrote 
from Germany, where he was travelling 
at the time, to the Secretary of the Com- 
mission and said he would be delighted 
to come over and give evidence on any 
day appointed. The only answer he 
received was that the Commission did 
not think it worth his while to take the 
trouble of making such a long journey 
to give his evidence. Then | come t 
another civilian whose evidence was not 
given, but who e vidence would hay 
been of more importance than much 
which appears in the whole of the 
Blue-books—I mean Dr. Murray of 
Johannesburg. That gentleman wished 
to give evidence betore the Commis- 
sion; he made repeated inquiries as 
to how he could give it, but he could 
never find an opportunity and was never 
invited to do so. Then Dr. Kelner, 
the head of the Folks Hospital in 
Bloemfontein, why was his evidence not 
taken? and why were the valuable 
statistics he had compiled refused by the 
Commission when tendered by Dr. 
Stoker? I have not the slightest 
doubt had these statistics been printed 
they would have compared favourably 
with any statistics offered to the Com- 
mission. I find that I made a few 
mistakes in my evidence before the 
Commission, because, contrary to all 
precedent, no proof was sent to me for 
correction. I called on the Commission 
one day in London to inquire when it 
convenient for them to 
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hear my evidence, and was told that 
if I did not give it there and then I would 
have no other opportunity of doing so. | 
protested as strongly as I could against 
this, and pointed out that I had none of 
my notes with me, and that to give 
evidence at a moment’s notice and with- 
out my figures before me, was extremely 
difficult. However, I proceeded to give 
the evidence as best I could, but again I 
say it is not my fault if a few mistakes 
were made, because they did not take 
the trouble to send me a proof. One of 
these mistakes related to Colonel Steven- 
son. I said that he had taken no trouble 
to requisition things in the town, and 
had bought nothing in the town or else- 
where. I ought to have said that he 
bought comparatively little, and that he 
might have bought more, because I knew 
for a fact that a great many things had 
been bought by other people. The Colonel 
says In his evidence that he spent £9,000. 
That is no doubt true, but he spent 
about Pretoria £7,000 of that after the 
Commission had started their work, and 
after Mr. Coutts’s charges had been 
brought forward. I bear this well in 
mind, because Colonel Stevenson came to 
me and said, “Where have you been able 
to buy these things in Johannesburg ! 
Will you give me a list of the shops where 
[can get them?” I should like to pay, 
at this point, a tribute to the success of 
the Irish Hospital, and the skill with 
which Sir William Thompson, surgeon- 
in-chief, and his staff conducted it. The 
Commission say there were some little 
discrepancies between the evidence of 
some of the witnesses in regard to the 
management of this hospital, but 
the essential fact was that the 
500 beds had been committed — by 
Lord Roberts to the Irish Hospital. All 
I can say is that the charge never was 
taken or accepted by the Army Medical 
authorities or anybody else except the 
[rish Hospital. The total staff of that 
hospital was 198, of whom sixty were 
natives ; only one single man, a corporal, 
belonged to the Royal Army Medical 
Corps. And yet the Commission, in- 
stead of paying some little tribute to the 
services of the Irish Hospital, took any 
credit there was for the Army Medical 
Department. 

Then the Commissioners go on to say 
that there was some evidence to the 
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effect that there was a deficiency in 
regard to drugs, dressings, and blankets, 
but that on the whole they thought these 
articles were not wanting to any sub- 
stantial extent. Well, when I arrived 
in Pretoria every hospital in the tewn 
was absolutely deficient in everything, 
with the exception of a few bandages, a 
few utensils, and in some cases beds. 
The others were in a most deplorable 
condition. I was not working without 
authority at that time. I had a letter 
from Colonel Stevenson, the Principal 
Medical Officer, authorising me to visit 
the hospitals, to look at the books, 
and to ask any questions | liked of 
the medical officers. I went over the 
hospitals and made out a list of their 
wants. I wished to submit it to the Com- 
mission, but I had not got it with me, 
for the reason I have stated above, when 
I gave my evidence. But when Sir 
William Thompson gave his evidence he 


tendered the list, which was refused by 


the Commission, and which would have 
proved conclusively that the hospitals 
were not only deficient in a few articles, 
but absolutely deficient in nearly every 
necessity. I am not talking of luxuries, 
but of those things which no hospita 
ought to be without. Why, there was 
only one clinical thermometer to every 
150 patients! And yet the Commission 
report that there was some evidence that 
there was a deficiency in drugs, dressings, 
and blankets! Sir William Thompson, 
as I said, tendered this list to the Com- 
mission of the articles supplied to the 
Pretoria Hospitals, which cost, roughly 
speaking, £15,000 to £20,000, and which 
had been bought in the course of a week 
or ten days. The articles distributed 
amounted to over 100,000, and they 
were all procured by private initiative. 

I have not passed these criticisms in 
any hostile spirit to the Government ; 
for | am sure that the Government wish 
to arrive at the truth, as does everybody 
else. I hope they will forgive me for 
pointing out the faults in the Report of 
the Commission. and I suggest that when 
the new Committee which will institute 
an inquiry into the Royal Army Medical 
Corps is appointed, it should not be a 
Departmental Committee, but should 
be a Committee of a much wider scope. 
and should have on it a representative of 
the civilians who took some part in the 

Second Day. 
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management of the hospitals in South 
Africa, so that the Committee may not be 
entirely at the mercy of the Royal 
Army Medical Corps officers for informa- 
tion. I thank the House for having 
listened to me so long and so patiently. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): We 
have listened with very great interest 
to the speech which has just been de- 
livered by the hon. Member for Bow and 
Bromley. I may venture to say that it 
was on a subject in which hon. Members 
on this side of the House are much con- 
cerned. It is notorious that a great num- 
ber of our fellow-countrymen are serving 
in South Africa ; and, consequently, it 
is the duty of their representatives here 
to see that those who have to fight have 
proper assistance when wounded 
sick, and that everything is done for 
their recovery. 

In regard to the Speech from the 
Throne, opinions have varied in various 
parts of the House ; but from the Irish 
point of view, I think it is the most 
unsatisfactory that I have ever heard. 
One would have been inclined to think 
that at the commencement of a new 
reign and the commencement of a new 
century some matters of pressing Irish 
interest might have been alluded to. 
Nothing is said as to the constitutional 
disabilities under which Irishmen suffer 
at present, and there might have been 
some allusion to placing the Irish people 


or 


rr 
1s 


under the same guarantees for con- 
stitutional liberties as the people of 


the rest of the United Kingdom enjoy. 
We should have thought that some- 
thing would have been said as to Irish 
University education, which is certainly 
ripe for legislation. During a_ visit 
which the late Queen paid to Ireland 
Her Majesty granted a Charter pre- 
viding for the University education 
of her Catholic subjects in Canada. 
Now, of the whole population only 40 
per cent. were Catholics, whereas the 
Catholic population of Ireland was 90 
per cent. of the entire inhabitants. It 
is a remarkable fact that in that year, 
1852, when the late Queen granted a 
Charter to the Catholic population of 
Canada, that great Englishman Cardinal 
Newman drew attention, in a remark- 
able letter, to the condition of Catholic 
education in Ireland. We are 


Mr. Guthrie. 
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naturally disappointed that no allusion 
was made to an Irish grievance ad- 
mitted, not by a body of Irishmen, but 
mainly of Englishmen. I refer to the 
grievance brought out in the Report 
of the Irish Financial Relations Com- 
mission, which examined the greatest 
financial experts in the country. 

We naturally take a deep interest 
in the question which occupies the 
minds of most people at the present 
time, I mean the war in South Africa. 
We have this peculiar interest : that 
however this war goes, Irish blood has 
been spilt fairly freely on both sides. 
I am cognisant of one case in which 
two brothers lost their lives—one on 
each side. The most lamentable thing 
in connection with this war, which is 
costing two millions a week, is the fact 
that though the people of this country 
may advocate the war strongly, not 
one in twenty can tell you what the war 
is about. J remember well in this House, 
before hostilities commenced, and when 
negotiations were going on between 
the British Government and the South 


African Republic, that the Colonial 
Secretary said there was little or 
no difference between them: that the 


two Governments were agreed on nine- 
tenths of the questions at variance, and 
that the remaining question was as to 
whether the franchise should be given 
in seven or five years. I know that 
the most warm supporters of the war 
maintain that it is about the question 
of suzerainty, but we say that it is a 
war for gold and territory. I do not think 
that any candid man, looking at the 
war and the way in which it is being 
conducted—no matter what his views 
may be in other respects—can say that 
it has redounded to the credit of Eng- 
land, but quite the contrary. What 
is the condition of affairs? When you 
recently sent an armed force to China, 
it was thought that a British general 
would command the International army. 
But so great was the prejudice existing 
amongst the Continental Powers against 
English generals, owing to the bungles 
they had lately made, that no European 
Power would send a contingent if it was 
to be commanded by a British officer. 
I believe that to be the case, and I am 
not astonished at it when we remember 
the advice that was tendered at the 
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commencement of the war by a distin- 


guished Irish general, Sir William Butler, 


when we remember that he was almost 
degraded when the Queen went to 
Bristol, and when we remember the 
pride and arrogance with which you 
said you were going to subdue these 
Boers in a few months, and then found 
that your calculations had been com- 
pletely upset. And what about the 
whole conduct of the war? So many 
generals have been sent back that it 
proves that you had not the confidence 
in your own generals which possibly 
you think you ought to have. And how 
has this war been carried on? It has 
been carried on in the most wanton and 
inhuman of ways, and when you have 
not been able to beat these poor farmers 
fairly in the field, you have had recourse 
to other means and resorts which reflect 
great discredit on you, because it is 
notorious that wherever the for-e op- 
posed to you was even fairly equal to 
yours, these poor farmer: held their own 
and more than their own. I think 
that it is inhuman in an especial manner 
to burn not only the homes of those 
on commando, but the homes of the 
prisoners you hold in St. Helena and 
in Ceylon and other places. That is 
notorious. I am glad to say that voices, 
even from the Conservative party, have 
been raised against the present system, 
and that a Member of this House—I 
forget his constituency—wrote to the 
papers from the front, complaining of 
the farm-burning, which, he said, so far 
from doing good was doing harm, and, 
in his opinion, was preventing peace. 
If we want to see the harm which it 
has done, we have only to look at one 
of the greatest generals of the Boers— 
(reneral De Wet—to find that he was 
at first opposed to the war; but when his 
farm was burned and his family had to 
take to the veldt, he felt that there was 
nothing else for him to do but to go on 
with the war. I will venture to read an 
extract from a letter which appeared in 
my part of the country, from a soldier 
serving at the front. I believe that 
this letter may carry some weight from 
the fact that the writer and I do not 
agree on many points. In that letter 
he alludes with great pride to Lord 
Roberts, and to the ride te Pretoria. 
le said— 
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“We represented the ould country in the 
annexation parade and the grand march past.” 


Then he goes on- 


‘I see by the press that they are raising a 

fund to erect a memorial to Lord Roberts at 
Waterford. I was glad to hear it, and I hope 
it will be suecessful.” 
In regard to that point I may be allowed 
to say this: Lord Roberts's father was 
connected with my constituency, but | 
disagree in toto with the views put for- 
ward by this soldier in regard to the 
proposed memorial to Lord Roberts. 
[ hope that nothing will ever induce 
my constituents, the people of Water- 
ford, to turn the great Franciscan ruins 
in that city into a memorial of a war 
which has been carried on with such 
barbarity. But I wish to read what the 
writer says in regard to the burning ot 
the farms that is going on. He says— 

“Tt is our awful fate to witness and hear the 
cries of the women and ehildren looking on at 
their houses and homes and all their belongings 
burned. [ am fairly sick of it. The bailiff’s 
work, too, fairly sickened me. The fellows in 
the regiment are going wild over it; but we 
have to stick at it. If we set to work against 
it, we know what we would get.” 

He has to do it, and many of these Irish- 
men have to do it. 

And this brings me to a point I wish 
to make. I ean well recognise that if 
Irishmen are with the colours, they 
must do their duty to the colours. I 
recognise that our race is a martial race, 
and that the Army will always have 
attractions for people of Celtic blood. 

sut when I look at the condition of the 
rural population of Ireland, at their 
poverty, at the constitutional disabilities 
under which they suffer, I ask myself 
what possibly can induce Irishmen to 
spill their blood so freely in upholding a 
cause and a Government under which 
they have suffered so much. I say [am 
lost in wonder, considering the way we 
have been treated, and the brutality of 
many of those wars in which [rish blood 
has been too prodigally spent in uphold- 
ing the cause of England. I suppose we 
shall have an Amendment on the main 
question as to the way this war has been 
carried on. But I venture to say that 
the Boers have given a lesson in humanity 
to the British ; and the treatment British 
prisoners have received at the hands of 


a people they call barbarians compares 
' 


Second Dt ry. 
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favourably with the treatment given by 


the British authorities to Boer prisoners] it was written was dry. 


when these had fallen into their hands. 
We feel it our bounden duty to express 
our opinion, and the opinion of those who 


sent us here, upon this war, and the 
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the treaty before the ink with which 
And what 
guarantee have the Boers that similar 
treatment will not be meted out to 
them at the close of this atrocious war? 


I am also of opinion that the Boer leaders. 


policy of this war, and the way it has| must have read the history of the Irish 
been conducted. It reflects the greatest | rebellions written by the hon. Gentle- 


discredit upon you, and our admiration 
is unbounded for these people who are 
anxious for peace, but to whom you will 
not give peace because you think they 
are weak and unable to resist you. 

*MR. 


O’DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): 


Rising for the first time to address this | 


House, I do not think I should be true 
to the constituency which I represent if 
[ did not protest against the oath taken 
by His Majesty yesterday. I regret that 
legislation has not altered the 
of the oath, which is an insult 


subjects throughout the Empire, and 
the numerous Catholic sovereigns who 
were here as mourners at the funeral 
ceremony of his late mother. 

Last night and to-day I have listened 
with great interest to many speeches 
on both sides of the House in relation to 
the Boer War; I have listened to the 
history of atrocities perpetrated, as some 
allege, by the Boers, but, as we allege, by 
the British Army. I think those stories 
may be exaggerated to a certain degree, 
but it is on record that the British Army 
has violated Boer homesteads and out- 
raged Boer women. I heard the hon. 
Member for Sheffield in strong and 
animated language yesterday refer to 
the atrocities committed by the Allied 
troops in China, and I regretted he had 
not similar words for the conduct of the 
British troops in South Africa. 


the Treasury admitted yesterday, | 
think, in his speech that the only terms 


to be offered to the Boers was uncondi- | 


tional surrender : that if they laid down 
their arms and went back to their farms 
they would hear no more of the war, 
and that after a year or two of Crown 
colony administration they would re- 
ceive self-government. But I take it 
that the Boers have read history, and 
have heard of the surrender of the 
Irish troops at Limerick, and have seen 
how the people of this country broke 
Mr. Power, 


form | 
hurled | 
at millions of His Majesty’s Catholic | 


The | 


right hon. Gentleman the First Lord of | 


|man the junior Member for Dublin. 

| Passing from that question, as coming 
|from a constituency which to a large 
| degree is a congested district, I regret 
|exceedingly that the Speech from the 
| Throne did not contain some reference 
to future legislation with regard to the 
congested districts of Ireland. I thought. 
| the journey of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Chief Secretary through some of the: 
congested districts would have borne 
fruit ; that having seen the poverty of 
those districts he would have taken steps 
to introduce in this House this session 
some remedy for the poverty that exists 
in some parts of Ireland. With regard 
to the reference in the Speech from the: 
'Throne to the factory legislation to be 
introduced by the Government, I would 
point out to the Minister responsible for 
the Bill in the present session that the 
Factory Act passed for England and 
Scotland last session does protect the 
persons of those districts, but that the 
conditions of labour in our country are 
quite different from those here, and Acts 
which are required for the protection of 
the industrial classes in England have 
been used in Ireland for the purpose of 
driving out the few industries we have 
left in that country. I would suggest 
instead of the administration of the 
| Factory and Truck Acts, so far as they 
relate to Ireland, being as they are at 
present under the control of the Home 
Office, they should be handed over to a 
new Department in Ireland, which 
should give the various exemptions re- 
‘quired in the factories in that country. 
|I do not intend to address the House 
further now, and can only thank hon. 
Members for the patient hearing they 
| have given me. 

| 

| *Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.) said pro- 
'tests had been made from the Irish 
‘benches against the war. The Irish 
|Members had been perfectly consistent 


| in the attitude they had adopted towards: 


| the war. 
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Attention called to the fact that forty 
Members were not present. House 
counted, and, forty Members being found 
present— 


*Mr. TULLY (continuing) said the Irish 
Membershad nothing toregretandnothing 
torecant with regard to the war. They 
had gone on the same lines all through. 
They had been against the war at every 
stage, and they would continue to oppose 
it When the war was finished—and 
perhaps it will not be in one or two years 
—English Members would regret that 
they did not take the advice tendered to 
them from the Irish benches. When 
they wanted to be taught the proper 
management of hospitals, when they 
wanted generals who could win and 
soldiers who could fight best in the hour 
of trial they came to Ireland, and he 
thought they would have done better if 
they had gone to that country for a policy 
also in South Africa, and there would 
have been no war, 

It was an extraordinary thing that so 
much of the time of the House on the 
first two nights of the session should have 
been occupied in discussing, not the war 
in South Africa—the greatest they had 
been engaged in for over a hundred years 
—but the peculiar beer produced and 
sold in Manchester, and the question 
whether it was poisoned or not. Gentle- 
men on the opposite side of the House 
had reproached the Government with 
having taken no steps to deal with the 
epidemic caused by poisoned beer, and 
they got very little satisfaction from the 
President of the Local Government 
Board. The only satisfaction they got 
was to be told practically, in the words 
of one of the leaders of the Manchester 
school of political economists, that adul- 
teration was a form of trade competition, 
and that this adulterated beer must be 
imposed on the public as a legitimate 
article of trade. He hoped that Members 
on the opposite side were satisfied with 
that statement from the Government 
benches. They had heard a great deal 
last year about the effects of the poisoned 
umes of lyddite in knocking out the 
Boers. It did not seem to have 
occurred to Gentlemen opposite that one 
of the resources of civilisation they might 
use against the Boers in South Africa 
would be some of the Manchester beer. 
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It was an old trick in Ireland to use 
poisoned wine when they wanted to get 
rid of a leader. They had tried it with 
success on a great Irish chief, Owen Roe 
O'Neill. 

The speeches they heard on the Liberal 
side of the House on the South African 
War dealt in a gingerly way with the 
great issues involved. As long as that 
was the spirit which animated the Front 
Opposition Bench the Liberals were 
destined for a long time to sit on these 
benches. The hon. and gallant Member 
for North Aberdeen had condemned the 
war and everything connected with the 
war. If the Liberal Opposition had had 
courage to act as he did, and if they had 
denounced the war and all its works, 
they would not have been humbugged as 
they were at the General Election by 
lying bulletins from the front that the 
war was over. Until the Liberal Oppo- 
sition faced this question in the same 
manly way as the hon. and gallant Mem- 
ber for North Aberdeen had done that 
night, the Liberal party would be simply 
a mockery and a reproach, and probably, 
as an article of politics, would be no better 
in the market than some of the Man- 
chester beer. The hon. Member for 
Totnes had related his great feats in the 
war. Although they were told that the 
war was over, it was going on still, and the 
hon. Member was there at his leisure in 
the House of Commons, instead of help- 
ing to finish the war in South Africa.. 
The hon. Member made a bitter attack 
on the Boers, and stated that they had no 
respect for the sanctity of an oath. The 
Boers professed a religion similar to that 
of the great majority of the Members 
of that House. He thought that if the 
respect which the Boers had for the 
sanctity of an oath were compared with 
the respect which Englishmen had for 
oaths and treaties and their plighted’ 
word the Boers would come out of the: 
comparison with very great advantage 
indeed. In the present war how many 
incidents had they heard of—and they 
could only hear of them from English 
sources—where there had been deliberate 
breaches of faith when dealing with the. 
Boers! In the despatches published in 
the London Gazette a few days ago there 
was one remarkable evidence of British 
want of faith in dealing with the Boers 
He referred to what Lord Roberts did a: 

Second Duy. 
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‘Paardeberg. When General Cronje and 
3,000 or 4,000 men were surrounded by 
50,000 or 60,000 British they asked an 
armistice to bury the dead. The British 
officer then in command gave the armi- 
stice, but when Lord Roberts arrived on 
the scene he broke the armistice. They 

talked of these men not trusting the 
English word, but even Lord Roberts had 
been guilty of a gross breach of faith. 
‘{An Hon. Memper: Lord Roberts is an 
Irishman.] He is an Irishman who has 
been through the English mill. The hon. 
Member who attacked the Boers about 
breaking oaths seemed to have the impres- 
sion that there would be no war at present 
in South Africa if these men had observed 
the oaths of neutrality when they sur- 
rendered on the faith of some proclama- 
tion issued by Lord Roberts. That also 
was the view put forward in jingo news- 
papers. Hon. Members who made use 
of that argument proved either too much 
or too little. Let them take it for granted 


that 3,000 or 4,000 Boers took the 
oath of neutrality and broke it. Well, 
if that were so, then 3,000. or 
4,000 had been able to keep the war 


going up to the present moment, and 
had occupied the whole attention of 
300,000 British. That seemed absurd 
on the face of it. If a few thousand 
Boers, by breaking the oath of neutrality. 
had coped with the best generals and an 
army more than a quarter of a million 
strong, what would happen when they 
had patched up some kind of peace, and 
when the other Boers who were in exile 
came back to settle down in the 
‘land if they broke their oaths? 
When last year the Irish Members said 
the Government had bitten off more 
than they could chew they were sneered 
at: but who would have believed that 
when Parliament met in February of 
this vear, instead of being conquered, 
the Boers would be more formidable 
than ever, that that specially favoured 
general, Lord Kitchener, would be surren- 
dering towns which had been captured and 
withdrawing to his lines of communica- 
tion, and that General De Wet would 
be actually operating in British territory ? 
British tactics in South Africa had entirely 
failed to bring about the desired results. 
The tactics of Lord Roberts in his rush 
to Pretoria to save the gold mines—in 


moving like a greyhound instead of slowly 


Mr. Tully. 
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like a tortoise had only taught the Boers— 
if they needed to be taught—what they 
could do by attacking the lines of com- 
munication and practically stale-mating 
the immense army in the field. Lord 
Roberts was therefore brought home, 
and in his place was put a general whose 
name in connection with the proceedings 
at Omdurman it was expected would 
strike terror into the hearts of the 
Boers and put an end to all fur. 
ther resistance. There was plenty of 
evidence in the letters which had been 
allowed to trickle home in spite of the 
strict censorship that most horrible 
brutalities had been carried on by soldiers 
and officers under the direct orders of the 
commanders. The atrocities connected 
with the burning of houses, the flinging 
out of women and children to starve on 
the veldt, and the concentrating of people 
in the towns, beat anything in the record 
of savage wartare. Tears of hypocrisy were 
shed over the sufferings of the Armenians, 
but none of the deeds of Bashi-bazouks 
could equal the atrocities which had 
been pe rpetrated under the direct orders 
of the British commanders. The Boers 
were asked to surrender unconditionally, 
but they knew what Ireland's experience 
of surrendering unconditionally to Eng- 
land had been, and they knew that 
England would treat them as she treated 
the Irish in Leinster. As 
single Boer could bear an arm the struggle 
would be continued, and England would 
at last have to the freedom and 
independence with the manliness and 
courage of the Boers deserved. The 
unfortunate and defenceless people who 
surrendered their arms very speedily 
found out what were the English ideas 
of liberty and freedom. Over and over 
again, almost immediately after persons 


long as a 


restore 


had taken the oath of neutrality, they 
had their houses burned over. their 
heads. Then there was the case of Hans 


murdered 
would not 
great 


Cordua, who was brutally 
on evidence on which one 
hang a dog. There had been a 
deal of canting hypocrisy about the un- 
just treatment of Dreyfus by the French, 
and yet as soon as there was a chance 
much worse treatment had been meted 
out to this unfortunate man. Reference 
had been made to the hospital scandal. 
Wounded soldiers had been practically 
jeft to die and rot for lack of proper 
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care. Some of the Irish Yeomanry 
who distinguished themselves so greatly 
at Lindley had been practically butchered 
by the inexperienced doctors who had to 
treat them. The war was conceived in a 
lust for gold, and it had been carried out 
by corruption, peculation, and brutality, 
without any regard for human life or 
suffering. Such a war was not going to 
endin a month, or six months, or a year. 
The case was not hopeless for the Boers. 
In 1881 the British occupied Pretoria 
asynow, but yet they had to surrender, 
and if the Boers continued fighting with 
the same resolution and determination 
fair and honourable terms would 
eventually have to be made with them. 
At any rate, they would have no faith 
in British benevolence, as British benevo- 
lence was like British beer : it was poisoned 
at its source. They were promised 
equal laws, local self-government, and 
autonomy ; but all these things had been 
promised to Ireland, and therefore they 
knew exactly what to expect. The 
Irish Members had been hostile to this 
war all through: they had nothing 
to regret and nothing to recant, but on 
every possible they would 
fight the policy of the war and oppose 
the voting of further supplies for its 
continuance, 
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occasion 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
One of the most important issues before 
the House is as to the point upon which 
the late election was fought. The Leader 
of the Opposition has stated — his 
opinion, and it was the opinion of every- 
body. The country was told that the 
war was at an end, and the electorate 
were invited to vote in favour of the 
Government because their policy had 
proved triumphant and there was to 
be no more money spent or lives lost. 
What is the reply of the First Lord of 
the Treasury to that ? Iam accustomed 
to the breezy way in which he puts 
aside all attacks, but I really was sur- 


prised at his astounding statement 
upon this subject. The right hon. 
Gentleman said that the Government 


had never said the war was over, and 
alterwards he explained that the Govern- 
mental organs had stated the war was over, 
but that was simply in anticipation that it 
would be over if it was said to be—because 
the Boers would be such fools and under- 
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stand their own interests so thoroughly 
as at once to submit and surrender 
at discretion. If that is the way battles 
are to be won there will be a great many 
more battles won than history records. 
Not only were we told the war was over, 
but every effort was made to encourage 
the belief ; troops were brought home, 
and glorious receptions announced. A 
great many deluded electors believed it 
was over, and the Leader of the Opposi- 


tion said he was himself misled. The 
right hon. Gentleman has been very 


long in public affairs, he has been at the 
head of Departments, he is a cautious and 
careful man, and is endowed with a 
full measure of that canniness which 
is characteristic of his countrymen ; and 
if he was misled is it surprising that 
the poor innocent elector should have 
been misled also?) But I was not misled, 
because I have noconfidenceinthe Govern- 
ment. I began with a certain amount 
of belief in them; but they have made 
so many misstatements, either through 
ignorance or—I will not say of delibera- 
tion, but they have made so many mis- 
statements that I do not believe a single 
word that any Gentleman sitting on 
the Treasury Bench says. 

We have to face the actualities of the 
moment. The war is a fact, and the 
Parliamentary majority of the Govern- 
ment, however improperly obtained, is 
also a fact. The right hon. Gentleman 
the First Lord of the Treasury laid down 
the policy of the Government and what 
their intentions were. He said they 
were going on with the war until absolute 
and complete conquest of the enemy and 
the enemy's country had been achieved. 
He added a few vague words that the 
Boers would perhaps receive free institu- 


tions, and that they might receive 
autonomy some day. Do you believe 


that that is enough to convey to the 
Boers the impression that they are ever 
to receive free institutions or autonomy ? 
Do you suppose that “some day” is 
enough in these matters? What did 
Lord Salisbury himself say—Lord Salis- 
bury, the head of the Government, the 
man best fitted to tell the Boers what 
are our intentions! Are they not to 
believe Lord Salisbury! He told the 
country, and, through the country, the 
Boers, that it would be generations 
before they had free institutions, and 
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that they were never to receive one 
single shred of independence. My right 
hon. friend the Leader of the Opposition 
put before the House the contrary policy. 
He spoke as the Leader of this side, and 
| think everyone will agree in the policy 
he suggested. He said that so long as 
the war lasts we are necessarily obliged 
to send out reinforcements to feed the 
army in the field ; it would be monstrous 
if we did not, or if we sent out an inade- 
quate number of troops, ordered them 
to fight, and refused to fill up the vacan- 
cies or to send a sufficient number for 
the job. But he also said he wished the 
Boers in some sort of way to have it made 
clear to them that they would receive 
full autonomy and some sort of arrange- 
ment on the Australian model of a Com- 
monwealth. The Leader of the House 
was defiant, and replied that surely some 
time must elapse between the end of 
hostilities and a settlement on such lines. 
Nobody denied it; everybody knows 
that the Australian Commonwealth took 
some time to build. But what we want 
is that in some way we should make 
known to the inhabitants of these Repub- 
lies that our aim is so soon as possible to 
give them such a scheme of government 
as exists in Australia—mutatis mutandis, 
of course. By 
do not mean that we are to wait to see 
how they conduct themselves, but to at 
once tell them that that is our aim, and 
that “as soon as possible ” simply means 


“so soon as possible” | 


as soon as it is possible to arrange the 
matter and give it practical effect. 

All agree that it is desirable the war 
should cease. We have these terrible 
death lists every day, and we are carrying 
on the war in what I should call a some- 
what un-English fashion. Probably I 
am an old-fashioned Conservative in 
these matters, but while the mode in 
which we are carrying on the war at 
present may perhaps be necessary if you 
wish to crush out a national uprising of 
people against being conquered, still it 
is a way against which we have protested 
again and again in the cases of Poland, 
Turkey, and others. We have shown 
our superiority of arms in the field. 
[Irish cries of “No.”] Of course it 
exists. It is a war between a small 
country and one of the greatest Empires 
in the world, and when it comes to meet- 
ing face to face in a battle we must in 
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the end win. We have, in fact, occupied 
their capitals and shown what is called 
our superiority in arms. [Renewed 
Irish cries of “ No.”| When the greatest 
Empire in the world is fighting against 
50,000 or 60,000 peasant farmers it 
would be ridiculous not to suppose that 
our superiority in arms not only existed 
before, but that it must show its effects 
in the war. What we are fighting 
against now is this—we have the area 
against us ; we have the climate against 
us ; we have the determination of these 
men against us. It is a noble determina- 
tion on their part, although it may not be 
one of expediency. Certainly when | hear 
of men determined to incur all risks and 
all cost in fighting rather than submit 
to a foreign foe, | honour them for doing 
it. But on the broad grounds that we 
wish this terrible loss of life to come to 
an end, that we ourselves do not wish to 
continue spending about £2,000,000 per 
week, that we wish these means which 
we are told are necessary, but which | 
regard as un-English and inhuman, to 
cease—on all these grounds every Gentle. 
man in this House must desire the 
war to come to an end. But there is a 
stronger ground still, and that is that 
we are at present acting against our 
own permanent interests in South Africa 
and against the permanent interests of 
the Empire. You havea Dutch majority 
in South Africa ; you cannot alter that 
fact. In Cape Colony you have a ma- 
jority of the inhabitants who are of the 
kith and kin of the people against whom 
you are fighting, and, if they do not 
overtly join their kinsmen, unquestion- 
ably their sympathies are with them. 
In the Transvaal you have people whom 
you wish to make citizens of the Empire, 
and whose territory you want to include 
in the area of the Empire, but who will 
be bitterly hostile if you do it by force 
of arms. If you overcome their resist- 
ance by conquest, the very fact of being 
conquered will rankle in the breasts of 
this majority in South Africa ; you will 
by the fact of conquest itself sow the 
seeds of disaffection. It is not such a 
desirable thing as some gentlemen seem 
to imagine that we should obtain the 
results we desire by conquest alone. 
You admit the fact that even if we bring 
this war to a close by conquest we shall 
have to have a huge garrison in South 
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Africa. It is not as if you had in that 


country a race that was dying out, for it 
is an increasing race, and you will find 
that the proportion of Dutch as com- 
pared with the English will increase. | 
think that truth is admitted. Now, 
what is a reasonable solution in view of 
the present situation ! The only reason- 
able solution that we ought to aim at is 
that we shall be able to establish in South 
Africa such a Commonwealth as exists 
in Australia and Canada. 
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Sir Wilfrid | 


Laurier has said that a Commonwealth | 


is a federation of independent sovereign 


nations, and we ought to try to establish | 


one of these independent nations in 
South Africa. That would be a source 
of strength and not a source of weakness 
to the Empire. A federation based 
upon conquest and upon the predomin- 
ance of the race representing the minority 
over the majority will not create that 
sort of Commonwealth which will be a 
strength to us, and which would be 
loyal in its connection with the Empire. 
There is no place in our Empire for such 
a Commonwealth. That would not be 
a Commonwealth, but simply a gar- 
risoned dependency consisting of new 
citizens forced into citizenship without 
the sympathies of citizens, and they 


would think that they were being treated | 


as an inferior race. 

Can anybody tell me in this House 
why we should not propose terms to 
these people? I do not know that 
there is anything dishonourable in pro- 
posing terms. The Government issued 
a proclamation saying upon what terms 
the Boers might surrender. Soon after- 
wards they modified that and promised 
to issue another. They managed to 
pick up a quantity of miserable emis- 
saries and induce them to go into the 
Boer camp. ‘They were not to address 
themselves to the commander of the 
Boers, but they were to try to suborn 
some of the Boers into deserting their 
own flag. 
newspapers, and | think I have heard it 


I have seen it stated in the) 


said in this House, that General De Wet | 


perpetrated a brutal murder in shooting 
one of these peace emissaries. Now Lord 
Kitchener is not a very mild man, and |] 
wonder what he would do if a Boer were 
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such conduct as this is mean and con- 
temptible and degrading to the country. 
I read in a newspaper a few months 
ago that we had now adopted a new plan. 
This story was probably not true, because 
it was in a newspaper, and we are get- 
ting quite accustomed to the sort of lies 
that are so often palmed off as facts. 
I speak of the telegrams from South 
Africa. I read that we have induced 
the wife of General Botha to go to her 
husband in order to prevail upon him and 
the Boers to surrender. I can under- 
stand meeting your enemy in the field; 
but could anything be more utterly con- 
temptible than to send the wife of the 
Boer commander-in-chief in order to 
urge her husband to surrender, and to 
tell the Boers that they are mistaken, 
that it is not to their own interest to 
hold out, and to try with all her womanly 
feelings to induce her husband to give 
up! I hope that this story is not true for 
the sake of the country. Will hon. Gen- 
tlemen opposite cite me one single case 
in which terms have not been offered 
toan enemy when one country is engaged 
in war with another country? I can- 
not remember one. This is all the more 
monstrous when we remember that this 
war partakes of an internecine struggle 
between ourselves and people who ac- 
knowledged our flag. I think this is 
the very case in which you ought to 
propose terms of accommodation. Put- 
ting aside all questions of humanity, I 
can in agine nothing more utterly impo- 
litic than the taken by His 
Majesty’s Government in this matter. 
Our aim is that all should live happily 
together. We wish to safeguard our 
interests so that there can he in our 
South African colonies. as in Canada and 
Australia, the Pax Britannica. But we 
are not going the right way to arrive at 
that. You are now taking the course 
which must end in making those great 
countries in South Africa hostile to us, 
and they will no doubt seize the very 
first opportunity when this country is in 
difficulties elsewhere to turn against you. 
I think the Leader of the House asked, 
Whom would you negotiate with? He 
asked—How would you do it? We do 
not want such questions, for we want 


course 


to appear in the British camp and try | the thing to be done. We want a pro- 
to induce, say, an Irish regiment to lay | clamation to be put out and conveyed to 
down their arms and surrender. I think | the enemy. I do not believe in this tdea 
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of refusing to negotiate with your enemy. | 
You should at least see if you can come 
to a peaceful arrangement which will 
be satisfactory both to them and to us. 
Of course in all these things you cannot 
expect the status quo ante bellum to con- 
tinue. There must be a certain amount 
of give and take on both sides. When 
you get men meeting together honestly 
determined to look to their mutual 
interests then you might possibly come 
to some arrangement which would be 
infinitely better for us and our perma- 
nent interests than by carrying on the 
war as at present. My right hon. friend 
the Member for East Wolverhampton, 
who is a_ belligerent Nonconformist, | 
believe, went about the country swag- 
gering and siying that we ought to fight 
it out to the bitter end. [An Hon. 
Member: He said “fight to a finish.”] 
I am not so well acquainted with the 
prize ring as my right hon. friend appears 
to be. That was his idea, at any rate, 
of what we ought to do. The Govern- 
ment, however, seemed to prefer to do 
everything else. They said they would 
conquer, and therefore they must con- 
quer. They have not the strength of 
mind to admit that they have been in 
error, for it requires a strong hand and 
not a weak mind to do it. | can see 
nothing but drift and weakness in the 
policy pursued by the Government. 
Complaints have appeared in their own 
newspapers of the weak, wobbly way they 
have carried on the war, and they do 
not understand their own vile business 
themselves. [Ministerial cries of ~ Order, 
order!”| If that word is too strong | 
will say their own glorious business. 


I cannot help saying that in this 
matter the Government are doing 


exactly what they have often complained 
that we have been doing, and that is 
that they are preferring their party to 
their country. They know that they 
have blundered and muddled. First 
one member of their own party attacks 
them and then another. They have 
made a mess of the hospitals and of the 
war, and they have made every species 
of mess and folly, and it would be diffi- 
cult for them to discover any more follies 
for them to commit. They now hope, 
if they can only appeal to the passions 
of the people, as they have appealed 
before, that they will ride off on the 
‘Mr. Labouchere. 
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general triumph of their policy. That 
is why they are keeping up this war, 
and why they refuse to follow the advice 
of the Leader of the Opposition. The 
Leader of the House is a great deal too 
fond of lecturing us, but | would remind 
the right hon. Gentleman that we have 
opposed the war from the first, and we 
were told that we were traitors. We 
urged conciliation, and we were again 
told that we were traitors. We said the 
Government were mistaken in saying 
that the war would not cost more than 
£10,000,000, and again we were called 
traitors. We took the liberty to criticise 
the military operations of the Govyern- 
ment, and still we were traitors. We 
now urge terms of settlement, and again 
we are traitors. But we have had wars 
before. Lord Chatham protested pretty 
strongly against the American war, 
but he was not called a traitor. We 
had the French wars against which 
Mr. Fox protested, but he was not 
regarded as a traitor. We had the 
Crimean War, and Mr. Bright protested 
against it, but he was not called 
a traitor. [An Hon. MEMBER: What 
about Majuba ¢] But is the Govern- 
ment always right! You revile that 
great man Mr. Gladstone at the present 
moment, but you cowered before him 
when he was alive. But be this as it 
may, we are quite ready to accept 
the responsibility ourselves in tendering 
this advice to the Government. We 
were opposed to the war at the beginning, 
for we thought it impolitic, unwise, and 
unjust. Here is an opportunity to bring 
it to an end, and we believe our leader 
has suggested the best means of bring- 
ing the war to an end in the best interests 
of the Empire. We are ready to accept 
the responsibility, and all we ask hon. 
Gentlemen opposite to accept is the 
responsibility for their own actions. 
Instead of doing this they are always 
shirking their responsibilities. You tell 
us that the war would be over very soon 
if it were not for us wretches on this side. 
They say you must trust everything to 
the general: but who ever heard of trust- 
ing politics to a general? We do not 
have a committee of colonels in this 
House, and say to them that whatever 
they do is wise in regard to politics. We 
do not throw any sort of responsibility 
on them. We accept the responsibility’ 
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for what we do, while the Government 
try to evade their responsibilities upon 
every single occasion. I say deliberately 
that if | knew that a continuation of the 
war for one week only would lead to this 
conquest and surrender, [ should still be 
in favour of conciliation, because | 
believe that that conquest and surrender 
would be the most injurious and harmful 
thing that could happen to the Empire. 
I do honestly believe that at the present 
time the Boers perceive that we are 
stronger than them. If you are ready 
to spend the money and find the troops, 
and send them out to South Africa, in 
the end you must, in the very nature of 
things. wear the Boers out. But in 
doing this you are preparing for your- 
selves a terrible future in South Africa. 
That is not the way the Commonwealths 
of Australia or Canada or New Zealand 
were founded. That is not the way to 
inspire loyalty amongst these people. 
Sir Wilfrid Laurier has said that this war 
is the most unfortunate war in which 
England was ever engaged. I think I 
saw the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs here just now. He said 
that he regarded the war as an unmixed 
blessing. I rather agree with Sir Wilfrid 
Laurier, tor has not Canada become loyal 
to the British by becoming an indepen- 
dent State? And your best way to arrive 
at that end in South Africa is not to 
fight to a finish and insist upon conquest 
and surrender, but try to induce the 
people, as practical, sensible men, to 
come within the area of the British 
Empire, by giving them a guarantee and 
an assurance that they will have the 
fullest autonomy, and be able to con- 
tinue to live under their old laws and 
customs. You must not be surprised if 
they distrust you. They remember the 
raid, and that after that Mr. Rhodes 
gloried in being at the head of it, and he 
was afterwards made a Privy Councillor. 
The hon. Member opposite referred to 
Majuba. They remembered what hap- 
pened when we, in the most infamous 
manner, declared that they were to form 
part of the British Empire, and then we 
cheated them out of their independence. 
We assured them that they should have 
a free independent Government and a 
tull representative assembly, and we did 
not keep our promise. That is why I 
am so anxious that we should make it 
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clear at the present moment that if they 
will only accept our terms they shall. 
have the fullest autonomy. For my 
part I do not care whether they call 
themselves republicans or subjects of the 
Sovereign. Surely the German Empire 
is a strong Empire; then let the Boers 
have Republics like the Hanse towns in. 
Germany, and let us be generous in all’ 
these minor details. 


*Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shet- 
field, Eeclesall): That is inaccurate and. 
absurd. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Oh, everything 
is absurd and ridiculous that the hon.. 
Gentleman The 
German Empire is one of the strongest in 
the world, and there you havea State that 
owes its allegiance to the German Empire - 
and recognises as its overlord the German 
Emperor, and that is a republic. That 
is why I say it is comparatively unimpor- 
tant whether the Boers call themselves re- 
publicans or anything else if you pursue 
the course indicated by the Leader of the 
Opposition, and substitute conciliation 
for this fighting to the bitter end. Your 
object is to win their affection. We 
have now fulfilled our duty. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Leader of the- 
Opposition has told you what the policy 
of the Liberal party is, and what we- 
think is desirable in the interests of the 
Empire in order to put an end to the- 
war. We are in a minority, and the- 
recent election proves nothing except 
the hard fact that you have a majority ; 
but that majority was obtained upon a 
false issue, and if we had another election 
now | think it is probable that we should 
have a majority. But we are now face 
to face with the fact that you have a 
majority. We are absolutely powerless 
and can do nothing. We do, however, 
claim our right to free ourselves trom 
the responsibility for the continuation 
of this war without submitting terms 
to the enemy. Iam perfectly convinced 
that every day that this war continues 
will bring a greater number of adherents : 
to our views than are likely to be won 
over by your policy. I think you will’ 


does not believe in. 


admit that the war is not quite so popular 


as it was, and every day that it continues 
and these terrible losses go on, entailing - 
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‘enormous expense, you will find it more 
difficult to say that the war was necessary. 
You say that you do not like the burning 
and the desolation that is absolutely 
neces-ary to carry out your policy, but all 
this will tell with the country. The new 
phase of the war is less popular, and time 
is with us, and if the Boers continue to 
resist the time will come when you will 
be ready toadmit that the Leader of the 
Opposition gave you good advice. 


*Lorp STANLEY: I have to ask the 
indulgence of the House while I address 
a few remarks to hon. Members upon 
this subject. I do not intend so much 
to go into controversial matters, which 
will be dealt with by my hon. friend the 
Secretary of State for War, but I will try 
and deal with a few questions with which 
I have been brought into personal rela- 
tion, and about which there seems to be 
some misunderstanding. 

It appears from what one hears and 
sees that there is a prejudice on the 
opposite side of the House, in that they 
believe that because the Members on this 
side of the House support the war, 
believing it to be right and inevitable, 
therefore they must be pro-Boer in 
the way they speak of an Englishman as 
against a Boer. I am not one of those 
who wish to run down the Boers as men 
orasa nation. | do not agree with those 
people who run him down as a coward, 
for to do so would be to depreciate the 
courage of our own troops, and | appre- 
ciate the courage of the Boers. As a race 
I think they have their failings, but we 
must admit that they have some of those 
qualities of tenacity which we are in the 
habit of priding ourselves upon posses- 
sing. The right hon. Member for South 
Aberdeen, who spoke last night, fell foul 
of the hon. Member for Totnes, who 
spoke about the Boer having no sense of 
honour. [know what the hon. Member 
for Totnes means, and when he used that 
expression, while | knew what he meant 
and felt with him, at the same time | 
could quite feel with the Member for 
South Aberdeen and those who agree 
with him. Asa man, | do not think that 
we can say that the Boer is devoid of 
honour when we consider the humanity 
he has always shown to our sick and 
wounded, but I should not wonder if some 
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hon. Gentlemen on the other side will 
not agree with me when I say that when 
you come to the question of the Boer’s 
honour in fighting tactics, to put it 
mildly, he has a sense of honour peculiar 
to himself. His idea of fighting is to go out 
with the prospect of killing—— [Ironical 
Nationalist cheers.] So is ours; but at 
the same time, he thinks it no dishonour to 
fire from under the white flag. | Nationalist 
cries of “Oh.”] In that way, I say, his 
sense of honour is, to say the least of it, 
peculiar. Again, there is the question 
of taking the oath of neutrality. That 
has been mentioned as one of the instances 
where the Boer has not much apprecia- 
tion of honour in the way that we con- 
sider honour in regard to an oath. There 
is not the slightest doubt, as my hon. 
friend the Member for Totnes has re- 
minded the House, that in many cases 
Boers have been taken with not only one 
but several oaths of neutrality upon them. 
In one case, a well-known field cornet of 
one commando came to a small post, 
took the oath, and two days afterwards, 
at the head of a commando, demanded the 
surrender of that small post. So their 
sense of honour with regard to an oath is 
also a little peculiar. At the same time, let 
me be as perfectly fair as I can be to the 
Boers. I think that the new way of 
dealing with the Boers has proved to be 
better than that which we pursued at 
first—namely, allowing them to come in 
and voluntarily surrender their arms, 
placing them in big camps, and giving 
them all possible protection. I believe 
myself that it will be found that many 
who under other circumstances would 
not have been willing to come in are now 
perfectly prepared to do so. 

The right hon. Member for South 
Aberdeen made a speech which was un- 
doubtedly a pro-Boer speech ; he will 
not be prepared to deny it ; but at the 
same time, as a reason or excuse for 
making that speech, he said he was 
certain that no words uttered in this 
House or in this country had any influ- 
ence on the Boers in South Africa. Now, 
the right hon. Gentleman is too modest ; 
that is a fallacy which it is easy to dis- 
prove. When the troops got into, 
Kroonstad there was found there the 
latest edition of the well-known Boer 
paper, the Standard and Diggers’ News, 
in which there was an account of the 
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National Liberal meeting. I do not 
know whether the account was a true 
-one or whether it was garbled ; but at 
all events, in a paper that is not large 
there was a good column given up to 
this meeting, and a leading article as 
well. ‘To show what effect that meeting 
had upon the Boers, I would ask the per- 
mission of the House to read a sentence 
from that article. That article, referring 
to the Members of the Volksraad, said— 


** There is the same clear ring ot conviction 
about him, and the same spirit of stubborn 
resistance, and in his attitude as a whole he 
finls opportune encouragement from the views 
of Liberalism, which proclaim him in the right, 
urge him to continue, and in the meantime 
condemn the men of Downing Street and all 


ttheir doings.” 


Will anyone deny that these words 
have reached South Africa ; or will he 
deny, whatever the effect of this article, 
the wish of the writer was to show that 
the voice of Liberalism was used in this 
country to help the Boers in their country 
to continue the war! Therefore | beg 
hon. Members opposite—who must re- 
member that, however anxious they may 
be for the finish of this war, we are 
equally anxious on this side—to let no 
words fall that will in any way prevent 
the conclusion of that peace for which 
we all hope. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for South Aberdeen also 
said he thought we had not taken enough 
communicating our 


opportunities of 
I interrupted him 


terms to the enemy. 


llast night in order to mention the case 


of the Commander-in-Chief having 
communicated with General Louis 
Botha, and the right hon. Gentleman 
asked me whether he communicated 
with Steyn. May I say that quite early 
in the campaign, on 13th May, a tele- 
gram was sent to Steyn—I forget what 
it referred to, but not, I think, communi- 
vating terms of peace—and also to Mr. 
Kruger. The telegrams were answered 
respectively by De Wet and Botha, who 
said that all communications should 
be addressed to them. ‘Therefore, after 
that, it was not necessary to make any 
communications either to Kruger or 
Steyn; any communication was made 
‘to the commanders of the opposite forces, 
De Wet and Botha. First of all, as to 
whether any communication was made 
‘to Botha. 
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On &th June a verbal message 
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was brought from Louis Botha requesting 
an interview with Lord Roberts. Lord 
toberts answered the letter in his own 
hand consenting to an interview between 
the outposts, but Botha’s answer was 
not satisfactory in that he would not 
agree to the terms on which they were 
to meet. I myself have not seen the 
actual letter, but I believe Botha 
stated that he did not mean to consider 
any terms unless independence was 
assured. With regard to De Wet, on 
17th September the District Commis- 
sioner of Kroonstad, with P. M. Botha, 
met De Wet, with Lord Roberts’s sanction, 
to discuss the uselessness of continuing 
the struggle. De Wet declined to discuss 
any terms whatever unless the independ- 
ence of the two Republics was first 
guaranteed. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I wish 
to ask the right hon. Gentleman whether 
he can lay any Paper before the House 
giving actually what passed between 
General Botha and Lord Roberts. 
*Lorp STANLEY: Would the hon. 
Member be good enough to put a ques- 
tion on Monday, because I cannot do it 
on my own responsibility? I do not 
know what hon. Members may think, 


as to what terms should have been 


discussed, seeing that the question of 
independence was to be discussed with 
My object was really to 
the House that so 
chief was concerned 
best to communi- 
cate with both Boer Commanders-in- 
Chief, and to show that he had been 
perfectly ready and willing to meet them 
and discuss terms. The question of 
farm-burning has been brought up, 
and there have been many arguments 
as to whether it is right or whether 
it is wrong. Hon. Members have rather 
taken it that those farm-burnings were 


other terms. 
try and show 
far as my late 


‘done without authority by irresponsible 


persons. [Hon. MEMBERS on Opposition 
side: “No, no,” and “ Proclamation.” 
If [ remember right, Lord Roberts, 
in his proclamation, did not say that 
when the railway was broken farms 
within ten miles should be burned, 
but that they would be liable to be 
N Second Day. 
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burned. For some time afterwards no 
farm was burned. After that farms 
were, by Lord Roberts's special orders, 
under certain conditions, burned. 
orders were to general officers command- 
ing to the effect that, if they were con- 
vinced that a farm had been used to 
harbour in any way those who meant 
to break the line, or who had broken 
the line, or that if an act of treachery 
had been committed on a farm, then 
that farm was to be burned, provided 
the general officer commanding thought 
that it was right that that course should 
be taken, but it was only to be done 
under his written order. This burning 
of farms has been done under a system 
which, | believe, has existed in previous 
wars; and nothing, I am_ perfectly 
certain, would have made so humane 
a man as Lord Roberts put his name to 
such a proclamation if he had not felt 
that by that means, however harsh it 
might seem, he was doing something 
to bring the war nearer to a conclusion. 
Whilst down in the south this policy 
may not have had any great effect, inthe 
north itundoubtedly hada great effect, and 
the burning of a very few farms had 
completely stopped, except in one place, 
the breaking of the Delagoa line and of 
the Standerton and Johannesburg line. 
Moreover Lord Roberts, having given 
freedom from such burnings so long a 
trial, was justified, when he saw his 
leniency was abused, in taking the other 
means which hon. Gentlemen opposite 
think so harsh. I will now deal with 
one or two smaller questions in regard 
to the war. The right hon. Baronet 
the Member for the Forest of Dean 
has made a mistake, if | may say so, 
with respect to what he said as to the 
C.I.V. Mounted Infantry. 


CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
Dean): I did not use a 
own. I quoted 


*SIR 
shire, Forest of 
single word of my 
General Mackinnon. 


*Lorp STANLEY : General Mackinnon 
could not have meant mounted infantry. 
If so, he must have spoken not from 
what he had seen himself, but from 
information he had received from another. 


*Strr CHARLES DILKE: I will read 
the words. General Mackinnon was 
the officer commanding. 


Lord Stanley. 
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*Lorp STANLEY : No, he was not. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Well, I will: 
read General Mackinnon’s words. He 
wrote— 

“ Soon after our arrival the mounted infantry 
went to the front. The sending otf 
the Volunteers straight into action is a pro- 
ceeding which [ hope will not be regarded as a 
precedent. They have not sufficient 
practice in the art of war to enable them to 
take their place in the first line . . . and 
could not possibly be fit to do immediate duty 
alongside of Regular troops.” 


*Lorp STANLEY: I admit at once 
that the right hon. Gentleman is per. 
fectly right in his construction, but, as 
a matter of fact, it was not so. The 
mounted infantry arrived some time 
before General Mackinnon. They went 
up; when they arrived, to Modder, they 
then came from Modder, and had their 
first fight at Jacobsdal, when they 
pleased everybody and were well pleased 
themselves. [Laughter.} They had 
every right to be pleased with them- 
selves at their first fight. It will be 
remembered that the colour which they 
carried through the streets of London 
when they came back was the colour 
which they took at Jacobsdal. What- 
ever, therefore, General Mackinnon’s 
view may have been from second hand 
evidence, as a matter of‘fact these so-called 
untrained men, whom he was not willing 
to send to the first line, did go to the 
first line and did extremely well. Much 
has been said about the deficiency of 
supplies in South Africa. I must say, 
in justice to those at home sending out 
supplies, that it is not right to say that 
there was a deficiency of supplies. The 
difficulty was to get the supplies from 
the seaports to the troops at the front. 
He had Lord Roberts's authority to say 
that never once had he had occasion 
to ask for supplies of food or forage from 
home, for they were always at hand 
before he had to ask for them. It was 
only right that that testimony should be 


known, as the good work done by the: 


Army authorities at home is rather 
liable to be overlooked in the general 
praise of anything out in South Africa. 
The insufficiency of horses has _ been 
alluded to. 1 admit at once that that 


is one of the most difficult questions that 
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anyone can take up and argue before 


this House or before a Committee. | 
have not the slightest doubt that the 
great proportion of the horses sent out 
were good. A certain percentage were 
undoubtedly bad, but at the same time 
you must remember the great trials to 
which the animals were put. It was 
impossible to do anything else than to 
take the horses off the ship and send 
them up country. If it had been pos- 
sible to allow the horses a short rest 
after they had been landed from the 
transports, and again to have given 
them a week or ten days rest when they 
had been brought up country, | have no 
doubt whatever they would all have 
proved most serviceable. But that 
could not have been done. The animals 
had to be used at once, and, as a conse- 
quence, the mortality among them was, 
| am afraid, perfectly appalling. I 
know that there were suggestions to 
have places up at the front where we 
could have kept horses and have got 
them fitter before we gave them out ; 
but the Commander-in-Chief felt that, 
however desirable it was to have rest- 
places when the horses came up, it was 
impossible at the time. In fact, we had 
not sufficient horses for the men. 


Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : Why 


were the horses not ordered sooner 2? 


*Lorp STANLEY: The horses 
ordered in plenty of time. 


were 
The ques- 
tion was the getting them up and feeding 
them. The consequence was a_ break- 
down toacertain extent in the Remount 
Department, but Ido not think that in 
that respect it could be put down to the 
authorities at home ; it was due to the 
difficulties of transport and the hard- 
ships of the campaign. 

One word, in conclusion, in regard to 
the future in South Africa. It is very 
hard, it is impossible, to prophesy as to 
the future of South Africa. But my own 
idea, from my own experience, is that 
there is not that exceeding bitterness of 
feeling between the two races in the 
country which, according to some people , 
at home, will keep them for ever apart. , 
[ believe that, given peace, it will not 
he long betore the country settles down, | 
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not under the old conditions but under a 
much happier state of things. Sir Redvers 
Buller told me a story, which he repeated 
in a speech in this country, that, meeting 
Joubert or Kruger—I forget which, but 
I fancy it was Kruger—just after the peace 
of Laing’s Nek, they both agreed that 
they did not like the peace. Kruger 
said it would not last, for he had noticed 
that when two fighting dogs were sepa- 
rated they were not satisfied until they 
fought again and one got the mastery. 
At the time of the peace the two dogs 
had been separated, but now they had 
fought it out, and we had won. [Nation- 
alist cries of “No.”] The Boers them- 
selves admit we have got the mastery. 
But whatever we may think, let us hope 
that when a Government is established 
which shall not legislate entirely in 
favour of the Uitlanders, and when 
the Uitlanders recognise the claims of 
the Boers and the Boers recognise the 
claims of the Uitlanders, we may see a 
Government formed between them that 
will conduce to the happinessand _pros- 
perity of South Africa. 


*Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS (Westmin- 
ster): I hope I will not offend the 
sense of the House by breaking the con- 
tinuity of the debate and returning to 
the subject discussed before dinner in 
two very interesting speeches. I am 
sorry that the noble Lord who has just 
spoken has not given me a cue 
with regard to the medical arrange- 
ments in South Africa by defending 
their deficiencies in the same manner 
as he defended them when he gave his 
evidence before the Hospitals Commission. 
I hope the House will allow that in re- 
turning to this subject I stand ina some- 
what different position in relation to it 
from that which I occupied in the 
debates last summer. I only mention 
that in order to relieve myself of the 
necessity of bringing forward matters 
which would in any way resuscitate the 
spirit of those debates. 

What I desire to do in the few minutes 
I will address the House is to look 
rather at the question of reform. But 
before I do so, l am bound to make one 
or two observations on matters which 
have arisen since I last addressed this 
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House. I hope I may be_ permitted ' 
to explain the last step that I have 
thought it my duty to take in criticising 
in a public manner the Report of the 
Royal Commission. I would ask the 
House to consider for a moment what 
has been my motive throughout the 
action I have taken. And in stating it 
I should like to answer a charge which, 
although it has not been formulated 
here, has been put forward in other 
quarters, and which may possibly be in 
the minds of some hon. Members whom 
I am now addressing. It has been said 
that the action which I took in dis- 
closing the state of things in South 
Africa was calculated to injure the popu- 
larity of the military service, and so 
conflict with interests of the Army. 
My answer to that is, that the real 
danger lay in the fact that the state of 
things which I disclosed was allowed to 
exist at all, and in the fact that there 
seemed to be little effort to change it. 
I disclosed nothing tothe Army or to 
the classes from which the Army is 
drawn. I gave them no information. 
I listened last night with pleasure 
to the speech of the hon. Member for 
the Totnes Division. The House will 
remember that he travelled over the 
whole field of the operations of the 
forces in South Africa, and that he 
paid a tribute to everyone, from the 
highest general down to the drummer 
boy—to Yeomanry, Volunteers, and 
Regulars—but I did not hear him pay 
any tribute to the medical arrangements. 
Now, the real fact of the matter is, that 
everyone who has been in South Africa 
knows that my account of these things 
was not exaggerated, and in bringing 
them forward | gave no information to 
the rank and file of the Army, but I only 
related what every man in every regiment 
in South Africa had seen with his own 
eyes. The real danger to the rank and 
file of the Army, and to the classes from 
which they are drawn, was the fact that 
once the question was raised there seemed 
to be a desire in this House rather to 
conceal and palliate the defects of the 
Medical Department than to face these 
defects and endeavour to reform them. 
I remember that during the whole 
of the debates last summer there was 
no promise of reform from beginning 
to end upon the part of the responsible 


Mr. Burdett-Coutts. 
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Minister to the Crown: there was no 
promise even of conditional reform, 
and it seemed to me that that was 
the real danger. The lesson that the 
rank and file of the Army drew from 
those debates was that it was more im- 
portant to defend a Department than 
to remove the causes of the defects that 
emanated from the Department. Then 
came this Royal Commission, and al- 
though I think many Members of this 
House, and many of the people to whom 
we talked, did not expect very much 
from it, yet undoubtedly many of the 
rank and file of the Army did imagine 
that a great and impartiai tribunal 
was being set up which would not fail to 
find out the nature and extent of the 
evils from which they had suffered, and 
to point out some way by which these 
things could be remedied. Well, Sir, in 
my opinion they have found that these 
evils have been—I do not like to use so 
trifling a word as whitewashed, but 
buried in the lame and impotent con- 
clusions of the Report, and therefore [| 
consider it necessary to point out to the 
public that that Report does not deal in 
a satisfactory manner with this question, 
and that the inquiry has not been con- 
ducted in a way that was calculated to 
elicit the whole truth. 

Now I should like to call the attention 
of the House to one or two points which 
I think will justify what I have said as 
to the impression which the Report will 
produce in the minds of the people un- 
less that impression is contradicted. | 
will take one question, which no one 
who has been in South Africa can deny 
has been one of the most crying evils 
of medical mismanagement. ‘lhe trains 
which went down from the front, 
crowded with wounded and sick, but 
principally with sick, who generally 
travelled in open trucks, were supplied 
with food which was entirely inappro- 
priate to the condition of the patients 
who travelled. These trains throughout 
were crowded with men suffering from 
enteric and dysenteric fever. Now, | 
ask the House whether they can_ believe 
that the great majority of those trains 
which were sent down from the front to 
the base, a five days’ journey, were sup- 
plied with nothing but bully beef and 
hard biscuits. I am not complaining 
of a grievance, and I maintain that I 
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have never brought forward a grievance, | 


which could be excused by the common 
phrase “war is war.” The grievances 
which | have mainly exposed are those 
which have arisen through culpable mis- 
management, and which could have 
been easily remedied on the spot. It 
would have been a perfectly easy thing for 
an orderly in any of those trains to have 
had a portable stove and to have made 
beef tea or warmed condensed milk and 
given it to the patients. It was solely 
want of management and want of thought 
—an ineapacity for recognising the 
commonest necessities of the case—and it 
was entirely due to want of management 
and medical care that it was not done. 
When this was pointed out to the Com- 
mission the only reply they had to make 
on perhaps the most widespread -and 
most culpable defect in these respects in 
the war was that * this did not apparently 
recommend itself to the medical autho- 
rities.” Well, when many of the thou- 
sands in this country whose comrades 
and friends have suffered from this 
cause either out there or on the journey 
home read that this is the only thing 
the Report has to say in regard to an 
error of management which is patent to 
everybody, I do not think they can be 
expected to have much confidence in 
the Commission. 

There is another point—the question 
ot robberies by orderlies, almost the only 
question with which the Commission 
deals with any strength, and the Com- 
mission points out that robberies by 
orderlies of the hospital stores, of the 
patients’ food, and of the patients’ kits 
has been a widespread practice. The 
Vominission then goes on to say that 
this is owing to the large number of un- 
trained orderlies, who are private sol- 
diers, like the men who are patients in 
the hospitals. Now what have we got ! 
We have the rank and file being told 
that it was their own comrades who 
callously robbed them of their food and 
their kits, when they know perfectly well 
—ind it has been brought home in more 
than one instanee—that the robberies | 
were done and permitted by the orderlies | 
of the Royal Army Medical Corps. And 
is every private soldier knows, this has | 
been the tradition in Army _ hospitals, | 
and it is a defect which has nothing to 
do with the under-manning of the 
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Corps, but is owing to the want of 
discipline and want of management 
within the Corps itself. The patients 
who have suffered from robbery, and 
who had their kits emptied of 
the little treasures which they had 
gathered during the campaign, will not 
have much confidence in the treatment 
of such a question in the Report, and will 
not believe that it can tend to improve 
the medical arrangements in the future. 
Then there is a spirit which permeates 
the Report which | might almost call one 
of contempt towards the private soldiers 
who have suffered so much for their 
country. In regard to this I must call 
attention to one or two cases, although I 
could refer to several. Witnesses have 
stated that on occasion patients in field 
hospitals at Bloemfontein had lain almost 
in the mud; and this is the way in which 
the Report treats that subject— 


“We come to the conclusion that though 
after rain there was some damp in some of the 
tents, the tents inside could not fairly be 
called wet, and the men inside could not 
properly be described as lying in the mud. 
: . We do not think that the dampness 
to which we have referred caused any suflering 
or annoyance to patients.” 


That is the opinion formed by the Com- 
missioners, and I say before the Com- 
missioners had a right to come to that 
conclusion on behalf of the soldiers they 
ought to suffer from enteric in a wet 
tent and remain lying on the damp 
ground, after which they might be 
justified in saying that being ill under 


such conditions would not cause any 
suffering or annoyance to patients. 


Then, in dealing with the question of 
milk, they said— 


“It is true that some of the patients did not 
like tinned milk, but some of the patients who 
complained of the condensed milk only did so 
after they were told that there was no fresh 
miik, never having noticed the difference be- 
fore.” 


Now what will our soldiers think when 
they read that in the opinion of the 
Commission they do not know the 
difference between tinned and fresh milk ? 
That passage of the Report will be re 
ceived with derision by the rank and 
file of our Army. I will take one more 
point. Speaking of the Woodstock Hos- 
pital at Cape Town, at the base, which 
Second Day. 
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was one of the best hospitals there, the 
Report says— 

“With regard to another disagreeable 
feature, being an old building it was un- 
doubtedly infested with bugs, but they had 
never been in such numbers as to materially 
affect the comfort of the patients.”’ 


One is really tempted to ask what is the 
tale of bugs; do they measure them 
by the yard or the quart ? or how many 
must browse upon a patient's body before 
he can be officially described as uncom- 
fortable ? 

I only give these as instances, but I 
can assure the House, if hon. Members 
will read the Report through, and bear 
these instances in mind, they will find 
that spirit colouring the whole of the 
Report, and that that spirit will be 
apparent to the rank and file of the 
Army, and will cause them to charac- 
terise this Inquiry as a humbug and a 
sham. What effect does the House 
suppose the refusal of patients’ evidence 
by the Commission will have upon our 
soldiers? It has been my duty to bring 
forward some cases of refusal of evidence. 
[ gathered valuable from 
soldiers who had been in the hospitals 
during the five months I was in South 
Africa. The Commission refused to take 
the evidence in England before they lett 
for Cape Town, because they said they 
were going to take it when they got back 
here; and when I offered it here they 
refused it. What is the value of this 
class of evidence? It derives its chief 
value by the process of corroboration. It 
is only by the repetition of these cases 
that you can raise them from the posi- 
tion of isolated incidents into a condition 
of practice, but the practice which would 
have been made apparent by such evi- 
dence being taken by the Commission has 
not been brought forward in the Report. 
I want to point out the effect of the 
verdict of the Commission, that there 
was no scandal and no breakdown. As 


evidence 


hon. Members know’ well enough, 
under the words scandal and break- 


down—they were not my words—the 
rank and file of the Army and the 
classes from whom in this country they 
are drawn believe are comprised all com- 
plaints and all defects. Those who have 
witnessed and suffered from all those 
defects which are represented to them by 
the words scandal and breakdown, when 
Mr. Burdett-Coutts, 
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they have the authoritative verdict of 
this tribunal that there has been no 
scandal and no breakdown, will come to 
the conclusion that in the opinion of the 
Commission there was no justification 
for their complaints, that none of the 
evils from which they have suffered 
really existed, and that there will be no 
reform. 

With regard to reform, [ should like 
to show very briefly how leniency to and 
partiality for a Government Department 
has coloured the recom- 
mendations of reform to such an extent 
that they are extremely imperfect and, 
in fact, begin at the wrong end. The 
fault is not only medical but economic. 
The Army Medical Department has always 
atcommandan unlimited supply of civilian 
doctors and nurses to draw upon in 
case of emergency. ‘This arrangement 
obviates the necessity of keeping upan 
inflated regular staff. Yet the first recom- 
mendation of the Commission is that 
the Department should be enlarged. 
The Commission has proved that the 
Department is imperfect and deficient 
in professional talent ; and surely, there- 
fore, the worst thing to do is to enlarge 
it. Not a man ought to be added to it 
until the whole system is changed and 
reformed. ‘Then the Commission makes 
no suggestion about placing the civilian 
element in a position of solidarity and 
self-government with regard to medical 
work. It recommends that in military 
hospitals there should always be an 
admixture of Royal Army Medical Corps 
officers with civilian doctors. Even 
according to the Commission's own 
Report that view is altogether wrong. 
The Report protests against the  mili- 
tarism in military hospitals, and _ calls 
attention to the friction which existed 
between the civilian doctors and_ the 
officers of the Royal Army Medical Corps 
when they were mixed with one another. 
This recommendation is one of the 
evidences that the Commission were 
entirely in the hands of the Department 
into the detects of which they were 
inquiring. We have had _ plenty ot 
examples in this war of what ought to 
be, and can be, done with civilian aid. 
Take all the private hospitals; take the 
splendid Yeomanry Hospital with an 
entire civilian staff, and only one Royal 
Army Medical Corps officer in it. 


‘ ° > ‘ 
Commission‘s 
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That is a model 
imitated by the Government. The 
advantage would be that, instead of 
maintaining an inflated Regular Army 
Medical Corps as a permanent tax upon 
the country, you could employ the 
civilian element for the period you 
want it, and get rid of it when no longer 
required. This seems to me one of the 
most fatal flaws in the recommendations 
of the Commission. I am afraid that 
the subject of reform is far too difficult 
and complicated for me to go into now. 
I have only given two instances, which 
I think are leading instances, to illus 
trate the point [ have made, that the 
same influences which have impaired 
the inquiry have vitiated the suggestions 
for improvement. 


which might be 


In conclusion, I wish to say one word 
for myself. In my opinion, Mr. Speaker, 
it was not within the range of human 
possibility for a man who saw the things 
which I saw—and I am far from exagge- 
rating them—to remain silent under the 
circumstances. Moreover, I saw the 
causes which led to these disastrous 
results, and how easily they might have 
been remedied on the spot. My one 
regret—and I say this by way of apology, 
perhaps, for what some who walk deli- 
cately may have thought errors of method 
and manner—is that my voice was not 
more powerful and my hand more prac- 
tised and capable. Having seen these 
things, and knowing that they might 
have been remedied, I should have been, 
in my opinion, a coward if I had not 
brought them forward. I had no other 
means of making them known except 
those which I adopted in the interests 
of reform; and I have much evidence 
from many quarters to show that my 
action has not been in vain. The dis- 
closure of these evils, and the fact that 
the Army knew that the force of public 
opinion had been brought to bear in 
favour of reform, created a new hope and 
restored confidence in the minds of our 
soldiers. I trust that reform, although 
the road may be somewhat difficult, is 
really in sight; and I appeal to His 
Majesty’s Government to look at this 
question, not by the light of the inquiry 
—the partial inquiry—which has been 
held, but in a broader and more compre- 
hensive way, by means of a more prac- 
tical and less interested Committee, and 
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one which will not be affected by the 
influences which are so apparent in this 
Report. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Barnsley) : Mr. Speaker, knowing 
as I do that there are several Members 
who still desire to speak on the main 
question, | do not propose to move the 
Amendment standing in my name ; but 
I propose to take this opportunity of 
asking tor information from His Majesty's 
Government on several points in regard 
to the Chinese situation. I desire, Sir, 
to pay my tribute to the valour and 
efficiency shown by the native soldiers 
of our Indian Empire, by our naval 
forces, and by the Chinese recruits who 
have been drilled by British officers at 
Wei-hai-wei in the operations in China. 
His Majesty’s Government are to be 
congratulated on having so far pre- 
served the Concert of the Powers as to 
settle certain bases of negotiations for 
the conclusion of peace with the Chinese 
Government. But there seems to be a 
need for a distinct statement of the 
policy of His Majesty’s Government in 
regard to the main conditions which 
they intend to seek in connection with 
that settlement. We have had the state- 
ment made in this House many times 
that the policy of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment is the policy of the open door in 
China ; but I desire to ask how far this 
announced policy of His Majesty's Govern- 
ment has been successfully carried 
out. Under the Anglo-Russian Agree- 
ment we conceded to Russia preferential 
rights north of the Great Wall of China. 
We conceded to Germany similar pre- 
ferential rights in the great province of 
Shangtung ; and at that time it was 


‘stated that Great Britain possessed a 


sphere of interest in the Yang-tsze 
Valley. But though an English and a 
German syndicate came to an arrange- 
ment that certain districts in China 
should be regarded as their respective 
spheres of operations, this arrangement 
being approved of by both the British 
and the German Governments, yet when 
we come to consider the Anglo-German 
Agreement it would appear to nullify 
the previous agreements and under- 
standings. The Anglo-German Agree- 
Second Day. 








273 Address in Answer to 
ment was concluded for the purpose, 
we are told, of maintaining on the part 
of the two Governments their interests 
in China and their rights under existing 
treaties ; but when we come to interpret 
that Agreement by the language used 
by Count von Biilow, we find that it 
does not confer equal rights and _privi- 
leges, because Count von Biilow states 
that— 


“Tt is our desire, and it is our intention to 
stick to the basis of the treaty of March 6, 
1898, and not to go beyond this treaty.” 


This is a secret treaty between Germany 
and the Chinese Government, securing 
for Germany preferential rights in the 
great province of Shantung. Then, 
with regard to the Anglo-Russian Agree- 
ment, whilst that gave preferential rights 
north of the Great Wall of China to 
Russia, it also secured for us similar pre- 
ferential rights in the Yang-tsze basin. 
The German understanding secured us 
equal preferential rights in the Yang-tsze 
basin to those we accorded to the German 
syndicate in the province of Shantung. 
The Anglo-German Agreement  con- 
firms the preferential rights in favour 
of Russia which we accorded to her in 
the Anglo-Russian Agreement, and also 
the preferential rights which we accorded 
to Germany under the Anglo-German 
understanding. On the other hand, 
under that agreement we give up any 
preferential right in the Yang-tsze basin, 
and admit Russia and Germany and all 
other Powers who gave their assent to 


that Agreement to equal rights and | 


privileges with ourselves. Therefore this 
Anglo-German Agreement appears to 
give everything away to the nations 
competing with this country for the 
trade of China and to gain no quid pro 
quo in return. It appears to me that, 


to that extent, His Majesty’s Government | 


have not succeeded in maintaining an 
equal opportunity for British subjects 
to trade throughout the whole of China 


and to enter upon economic industrial | 


enterprises. What is the policy of His 
Majesty’s Government at the present 
moment ? In the Anglo-German Agree- 
ment we are told that— 


*‘Tt is a matter of joint and permanent in- 
ternational interest that the ports on the rivers 
and littoral of China should remain free and 


open to trade, and to every legitimate form of | tirely with 
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economic activity for all countries without 
distinetion ; and the two Goverments agree, on 
their part, to uphold the same foi all Chinese 
territory as far as they can exercise influence.” 


The Agreement goes on to say— 


“The Imperial German Government and 
Her Britannic Majesty’s Government will not, 
on their part, make use of the present compli- 
cation to obtain for themselves any territoria} 
advantages in Chinese dominions, and wil! 
direct their policy towards maintaining un- 
diminished the territorial condition of the 
Chinese Empire.” 


That declaration is eminently satisfac- 
tory. The United States, Japan, Aus 
tria, and Italy have unreservedly given 
their adhesion to the principles contained 
in this Agreement—namely, the main- 
tenance of. the territorial integrity of 
China and the open door for trade 
throughout the Chinese Empire. It 
is also understood that France concurs. 


Russia gave her assent with certain 
reservations, but re-asserted at the 


same time that she was the first to lay 
down the maintenance of the integrity 
of the Chinese Empire as a fundamental 
principle of her policy in China. The 
bases of negotiations for a settlement of 
the Chinese crisis have been agreed 
upon, but that is a small step towards 
the final settlement of the situation. 
I had a letter two or three days ago 
from one of the best informed men in. 
Peking, in which he says— 

“We are in a_ pretty mess out here. 
Imagine ten representatives of ten different 
Powers attempting to negotiate a settlement 

| with China, the Government of eaeh of the- 
ten representatives having a telegraph wire, 
| and seeking, by means of that telegraph wire, 
to control the whole ot the negotiations from» 
their respective capitals.’ 


He points out what a prolongation of 
| the settlement is bound to ensue from 
a condition of things like this. 

Iam bound to say that [regret that His 
Majesty’s Government, though pressed 
by important chambers of commerce 
— by associations, like the China 
Association, interested in upholding our 
trade in the Far East, have not seen 
their way to send a special mission to 
China, headed by a diplomatist of the 


first rank as a plenipotentiary, so as to: 


expedite, so far as we are concerned, 
the conclusion ot a peace with China. 
My sympathies in this matter are en- 
the Chinese. My policy. 
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would be to preserve China for the 
Chinese, and to claim an equal oppor- 
tunity to trade there for all nations. 
I consider that the rising of the Chinese 
was a patriotic rising. Their territory 
had been seized in the most aggressive 


manner by foreign Powers, and it, 


was only natural—whether you term 
them Boxers or whatever you term them 
—that patriotic Chinamen should make 
an effort to expel the intruder. In 
connection with that effort they certainly 
were guilty of offences against the known 
laws and rules of civilisation in attacking 
the foreign representatives in the Lega- 
tions at Pekin ; but when they are face 
to face with the question of settling this 
Chinese crisis, I say that it is hypocrisy 
on the part of the so-called representa- 
tives of Western civilisation and Chris- 
tianity to make demands for the decapi- 
tation of Chinese princes, generals, and 
high officials. Information which I 
possess convinces me that the Russians 
in Manchuria have been guilty of whole- 
sale massacres of Chinese—men, women, 
and children—and that some of the 
Allied troops on their way to Peking 
looted and massacred, and devasted 
the country. I say that in view of these 
facts it ill becomes the representatives 
of those Western Powers to be demanding 
human heads at the present moment 
in Peking, and delaying a settlement of 
this important question. At the present 
moment the way is blocked by the 
question as to which of the Chinese 
princes, generals, and high officials are 
to be decapitated and who are to escape. 
A report appears in the newspapers 
to-day in which we are told that when 
the Chinese Government reminded the 
representatives of the foreign Powers that 
ill they promised to do was to punish 
those guilty of attacks upon foreigners 
according to their guilt, the representa- 
tives of the foreign Powers replied that 
the smallest punishment must be decapi- 
tation, but that if they wished to inflict a 
severer punishment on some of the guilty, 
they would suggest that they should 
quarter them. | hope there is no founda- 
tion for that statement, and I hope also 
that the Under Secretary for Foreign 
Affairs will be able to tell us to-night 
that, so far as the representatives of the 
British Government are concerned, they 
will be no parties to putting a condition 


{15 Fepruary 1901} 


the King’s-Speech. 275; 


of such a disgraceful and inhuman: 
character to the Chinese people. 


Another matter in connection with 
the settlement is the question of an in- 
demnity. Now, I would venture to 
suggest to His Majesty’s Government, 
having regard to the enormous com- 


| mercial interests we have in China—the 


Government told us not long ago that 
out of a total foreign trade with China 
of 70 millions the British Empire had 
no less than 43 millions sterling, or more 
than all the rest of the world put together 
—that rather than seek a huge indemnity 
in money from the Chinese Government 
and people it would be more to the in- 
terests of the British Empire, especially 
commercially considered, if we sought 
to have reparation in increased facilities 
for trade. China is not an uncivilised 
empire. It had a civilisation of its own 
while European peoples were still in a 
barbarous condition. Even when there 
was an uprising to expel foreigners from 
the North of China, and when the Im- 
perial Government of China was practi- 
cally defunct, it is a fact that the govern- 
ment of the country throughout the 
greater part of the Chinese Empire went 
on just the same, under excellent pro- 
vincial governments, which have a large: 
measure of Home Rule, and which are 
guided by patriotic and _ enlightened 
statesmen, such as the Viceroys of the 
Yang-tsze Valley, who rule over a popula- 
tion of 118 millions. Then, as regards 
the south of China, I had a letter from 
one of the best informed men in Canton, 
who informed me that during the last 
six months matters have been quieter in 
the midst of this crisis than when I was 
there eighteen months ago. That being 
so, I hope His Majesty’s Government 
will use their influence to try and set up: 
a better government in China, which 
should include the Viceroys of the Yang- 
tsze region, Prince Ching, and other: 
enlightened Chinamen. If the Reform 
party in China were so afforded protection 
that they could show themselves, it 
would be found that they are not’ an 
inconsiderable body. If we are to have: 
China open to trade—and the increased 
possibilities in that direction are almost 
unlimited—it must be by first setting 
up a more enlightened and better govern- 
ment in that country. 
Second Day... 
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Now, it is perfectly certain that in 
connection with the settlement of the 
Chinese crisis there will have to be a 
revision of the commercial treaties of 
foreign nations with China. The import 
duty to-day is nominally 5 per cent. ; on 
some goods it amounts to more than 
5 per cent., on others to less; but it 
averages distinctly under 5 per cent. 1 
would suggest that it would be to the 
advantage of this country and to other 
European nations to give China fresh 
commercial treaties with an ad valorem 
duty ot 10 per cent., which should, how- 
ever, cover the likin duty of 2} per cent. 
now charged. Under the new agree- 
ments which will be made in connection 
with the settlement of the Chinese crisis, 
I believe it would be perfectly practicable 
to rearrange the commercial treaties so 
that there should be only one import 
duty of 10 per cent., that the likin duty 
should be abolished, and that the new 
import duty should cover goods to what- 
ever part of the Empire they might be 
sent. Part of the increased revenue 
should be allocated to provincial trea- 
suries, because they need money tor the 
more adequate payment of their officials, 
in order to give them less excuse for 
appropriating money passing through 
their hands, and also for expenditure on 
naval and military forces. Then, again, 
in connection with the settlement, we 
should insist on the complete opening 
up of the inland waterways to foreign 
trade. We had it announced in this 
House with a great flourish of trumpets 
that an had 
under which British ships could take 
British goods to every riverside town in 
China. In connection with the new set- 
tlement we should seek not only to have 
that object made complete and effective, 
but also that money should be expended 
by international conservaney boards for 
the removal of obstructions to navigation 
in the great commercial waterways of 
China, such as the Yang-tsze River, the 
West River, and other rivers. In that 
way we should confer great benefit on 
the people of China and also on the 
foreign nations trading with China. 

With regard to railways, I venture 
to suggest that the foreign Powers 
ought, in connection with the seftlement 
they are seeking to effect. to give a dis- 
itinct understanding to the Chinese 

Mr. Joseph Walton 


agreement been come to 
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Government that though railways built 
with foreign capital ought to remain 
under the control of those finding the 
money until the principal and interest 
are paid, yet that on certain stipu- 
lated conditions the Chinese Government 
should be able to take over any or all of 
these railways when they find them- 
selves in a position to do so. What is the 
position with regard to railways in 
China? The only nation, so far as I can 
gather, which is standing still in regard 
to railway enterprise in China is the 
British nation—the nation which first 
opened up China to trade, and fought 
more than one great war to keep it open, 
and which up to now has had more trade 
with the Chinese Empire than all other 
nations put together. We are told that 
British subjects have obtained railway 
concessions amounting to 2,800 miles, 
What are the facts? At the present 
moment the Russians, Germans, Bel- 
gians, and French are all busily engaged 
in constructing railways in China. 
They are taking possession of the coun- 
try in a military sense by railways, 
whereas British subjects, who have an 
enormous amount of 
not at the present moment engaged in 
the construction of one single line in the 
whole of the Chinese Empire. More. 
over, the foreign concessionnaires are 
drawing their railway material from 
their respective countries, to the detri 
ment of the British producer. I ask, 
have our British commercial 
lost their spirit of enterprise that has 
built up our great Empire, and has main- 
tained its prosperity hitherto, that they 
are content to allow foreign nations to 
supply China with a system of railways. 
while they themselves are left out in the 
cold altogether? 1 hope railway con- 
cessionnaires will receive every support 
of a right and proper kind from His 
Majesty's Government, and that every 
encouragement will be given to com- 
mercial enterprises. What is the reason 
why British investors are holding back ! 
Take the case of the Chinese Northern 
tailways. They were arranged to be 
built with British capital on certain 
terms and conditions, but His Majesty's 
Government allowed Russia to interfere, 
terms of the were 
Without as much as_ saying 


concessions, are 


mien so 


and the contract 


altered. 
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“By your leave” Russia has taken 
possession of the railway from 
Yang-tsun to Shan-hai-kwan and 
Niu-chwang, which was being con- 


trolled by British engineers and British 


otticials:s Now we learn that they have 


handed over that railway to the Germans, 
who will perhaps shortly hand it back to 
British control. We are also told that 
there is a stipulation that the Russians 
are to have two fifths of the whole 
rolling stock on the railway from Yang- 
tsun to Shan-hai-kwan, and also a lien 
on the railway from Shan-hai-kwan to 
Niu-chwang, for money expended on its 
repair, and for working the traffic on it. 
We are not told what is to be done with 
the railway to Niu-chwang, the net earn- 
ings of which are a part security for 
British bondholders. I hope the Under 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs will be 
able to give us an assurance on this 
subject, because the loan, £2,300,000, 
was advanced by the British investing 
public on the distinct understanding 
that the Foreign Oftice had taken a note 
of the transaction, and that they would 
uphold the rights of British bondholders 
in connection with this railway. There- 
fore, a special responsibility rests on 
His Majesty’s Government in respect 
to it. I do not say that His 
Majesty’s Government have not fully 
carried out their responsibility. I should 
only be too glad to hear that that is 
so, and that it has been done success- 
fully. If British investors are reassured 
that their just rights and interests are 
effectively upheld by His Majesty’s 
Government in China, then I believe 
that money will be forthcoming, and that 
British merchants and manufacturers 
of railway material will take a share in 
supplying China with a system of railway. 

There is another question. We were 
told that there was no sacrifice that His 
Majesty’s Government would not make 
to uphold British interests and treaty 
rights in China. What has happened 
in Niu-chwang, the only treaty port 
in Manchuria? Russia, which had 
only 1 per cent. of the trade in Niu- 
chwang, actually appropriated the civil 
and military administration of that port. 
They took possession of the Custom 
House, although there was a staff there 
under Sir Robert Hart who were per- 
fectly capable of dealing with the matter, 
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and the Russians are actually receiving 
the Customs duties to-day. What | 
desire to know from the Under Secretary 
for Foreign Affairs is how it came about 
that England, who presumes to have 
control of the sea, was unable to send 
even one single gunboat to Niu-chwang 
to upheld the treaty rights of British 
subjects there? The trade of British 
subjects with Niu-chwang is no less than 
three millions sterling a year, and yet it 
is under the civil and military adminis- 
tration of Russia alone, an administration 
assumed without asking the consent of 
the Treaty Consuls in Niu-chwang 
It may be said that this was done under 
the military exigencies of the moment. 
In that case I should like to know what 
undertaking His Majesty’s Government 
have received that Russia will speedily 
evacuate Niu-chwang, that the collection 
of the Customs will be returned into the 
hands of the representatives of Sir Robert 
Hart, and that the administration of the 
port will be resumed by the Chinese 
Government. 

The question before us is whether 
His Majesty’s Government will take 
full advantage of the opportunity now 
presented to them in connection with the 
settlement of the crisis in China to obtain 
those increased facilities for trade to 
which I have referred, and other facili- 
ties, in order that we as a nation may 
enjoy in the future our fair share of the 
trade with that great Empire. Now the 
doubtful element in the situation appears 
to me to be what is the policy of Russia. 
tussia appears to be the only Power 
that is going to gain any advantage 
whatever from the recent Chinese crisis. 
England, so far as I can see, has lost 
something and gained nothing. Russia, 
on the other hand, is in military ocecu- 
pation of the great and rich province ot 
Manchuria, Germany is paramount in 
Shantung, while we have conceded equal 
rights to those nations in the Yang-tsze 
basin, which was formerly supposed to 
be our special sphere of influence, in 
which the British enjoyed special prefer- 
ential rights. That is no longer so. The 
action of Russia seems to me to be the 
great difficulty in the way of a speedy 
and satisfactory settlement with China. 
I am not antagonistic to Russia at all. 
[ am pro-British, of course, but I do not 
object to co-operation with Russia on 
Second Day, 
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fair and reasonable lines. But His 
Majesty's Government have lost oppor- 
tunity after opportunity of co-operating 
with Russia. They lost an opportunity 
of securing a friendly understanding 
with Russia when they withdrew our 
ships in a humiliating fashion from Port 
Arthur. That golden opportunity has 
gone never to return. At the presént 
moment we find that though Russia has 
massacred thousands of men, women, 
and children in Manchuria, yet the Rus- 
sian Government is now posing as the 
friend of the Chinese Government, and 
I am afraid, encouraging them to oppose 
the demands that Europe is at present 
making on them. We have heard that 
the Chinese Ambassador recently paid a 
visit to Livadia, and was there received 
with special honour, that he had im- 
portant interviews with Count Lams- 
dorff, no doubt with reference to the 
present situation in China. Now, | 
submit that for Russia to take this action 
in regard to the representative of China, 
at a time when China has given no 
reparation for the unparalleled and 
scandalous attack on the representatives 
of the Foreign Powers in Peking, means 
that Russia is seeking to curry favour 
with the Chinese Government behind the 
back of Europe, and at the expense of the 
other civilised Powers. There is no ques- 
tion that in connection with this Chinese 
settlement His Majesty's Government 
have a most difficult task in front of 
them, and I deeply regret that having 
200,000 men locked up in South Africa 
has to a certain extent tied our hands ; 
but I believe that a greater increase in 
trade can be obtained from one of the 
provinces of China than can be got from 
the whole of South Africa for generations, 
and therefore I submit the Chinese ques- 
tion is of enormous importance. I have 
supported His Majesty’s Government in 
the prosecution of the war in South 
Africa, but I hold that we no longer 
possess those qualities of courage and 
enterprise that our forefathers had if we 
allow our difficulties in South Africa to 
hinder us from resolutely maintaining 
and upholding our just commercial 
treaty rights and interests in China. 


*Mr. MOON (St. Pancras, N.): In 
the crisis at present existing in China it 
Mr, Joseph Walton, 
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is difficult to formulate any clear or satis- 
factory policy. A communication, how- 
ever, was recently published giving the 
views of two of the great Viceroys to 
whom the hon. Member has just referred. 
They both regard the Boxers as riff-raff, 
who were set on to attack Christians and 
Europeans. There is some slight con- 
solation in that view. There are some 
who hold the opinion that we ought to 
leave China severely alone. That is 
not the view of Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment. They have decided that China 
shall not be left alone, but that a certain 
line of policy should be adopted with 
regard to that country. 

The point, however, to which I 
wish to direct attention is the 
question of Niu-chwang. Niu-chwang 
is one of the few treaty ports in 
the north. On the 27th July last 
that treaty port was entered in an ex- 
ceedingly high-handed way by Russia, 
and, as the hon. Member has said, the 
custom house was appropriated and the 
customs dues are now being collected 
by Russian officials. What I would ask 
the noble Lord to explain is—if it is not 
contrary to any point of public policy— 
how that fits in with the first Clause of 
the Anglo-German Agreement, ratified 
on the 16th October? The First Clause 
says— 

“Tt is a matter of joint and permanent 
international interest that the ports on the 
rivers and littoral of China should remain free 
and open to trade and to every other legitimate 
form of economic activity for the nationals of 
all countries without distinction; and the 
two Governments agree on their part to 
uphold the same for all Chinese territory as 
far as they can exercise influence.” 


An influential journal published on the 
Rhine, which is supposed to enjoy official 
advantages, has suggested that the 


phrase “as far as they can exercise in- 
fluence ” was intended to exclude Niu- 
chwang. Perhaps the noble Lord will 


be able to inform the House if there is 
any arrangement with Russia regarding 
the matter. 1 think possibly we may 
take comfort from the fact that so early 
a date has been fixed for handing back 
the Shan-hai-kwan railway to British 
management. That is perhaps an augury 
that His Majesty’s Government may have 
made a no less satisfactory arrangement 
with regard to Niu-chwang. 


the King’s Speech.. 282: 





afl 
th 
th 
va 
pe 
al 


op 
th 
Ch 
an 
th 
att 
cet 
er! 
en! 
eal 
da 
Hi 
ad 
her 
atl 
m¢ 
the 
spl 
tin 
no 
3a) 
fou 
An 
ho 
fri 
to 

the 


bu 
Ge 


ap) 


gal 
th 
in 

sta 
ste 
for 
an 
ter 


Sai 
Po 
reg 
elt 
the 
ha 
Ch 


282: 


satis- 


how- 
x the 
ys to 
Tred. 
-raff, 
s and 
con- 
some 
ht to 
it is 
vern- 
‘hina 
rtain 
with 


th I 
the 
vang 
s in 
last 
1 eX- 
Issia, 
. the 
| the 
ected 
| ask 
s not 
icy— 
se of 
ified 
lause 


anent 
n the 
n free 
imate 
ils of 
1 the 
rt to 
ry as 


n the 
ficial 

the 
e in- 
Niu- 
will 
re is 
‘ding 
may 
early 
back 
‘itish 
gury 
have 
ment 


and my hon. friend. 





283 Address in Answer to {15 


*The 


FEBRUARY 1901} 


UNDER - SECRETARY oF | 


284 
*ViscouNT CRANBORNE: I will read 


the King’s Speech. 


STATE ror FOREIGN AFFALRS (Vis- | the article— 


count CRANBORNE, Rochester): I am 


afraid I shall have some little difficulty, in | 


the very short time that remains before 


the adjournment, in dealing with the very | onom ity for 
| all countries without distinction, and the two 


varied topics laid before us most tem- 
perately by the hon. Gentleman opposite 
I think in many of 
his observations the hon. Gentleman 
opposite did not really fully realise what 
the avowed policy of our Government in 
China has always been. 
an aggressive policy, and, perhaps for 
that very reason, it has not been a very 


It has not been | 


attractive policy. It would have been ex- | 
ceedingly easy at one time for the Gov- | 


ernment to have taken up a very differ- 


ent attitude which would, no doubt, have | 
earned them—the Government of that | 


day—cheers in many quarters of the 
House. But they purposely and deliberately 


adopted a different policy ; and they did so | 


because they were conscious that 
atmosphere of unrest in China was the 
most detrimental thing to British interests 
that could possibly be imagined. 
spirit which actuated them has been con- 
tinned down to the present day. 
not say that our policy was weak, but I 
say it Was not aggressive. 
found its most recent expression in the 
Anglo-German Agreement to which the 
hon. Gentleman opposite and my hon. 
friend have referred. I do not propose 
to trouble the House at any length with 
that Agreement, because it was my fortune 
to make observations on it last session ; 
but I was astonished to find that the hon, 
Gentleman opposite did not appear to 
approve of the Anglo-German Agreement. 
[ certainly had, perhaps erroneously, 
gathered the idea last December that 
that Agreement was greeted with approval 
in nearly every part of the House. As I 


an | 


The | 


* [t is a matter of joint and permanent in- 
ternational interest that the ports on the rivers 
and littoral of China should remain free and 
open to trade and to every other legitimate 
form of economic activity for the nationals of 


Governments agree on their part to uphold 
the same for all Chinese territory as far as 
they can exercise influence.” 


It is clearly, as I stated last December, 
limited in scope ; it is not complete, but 
it is perfectly plain ; and Ido not think 
it is necessary tor us to refer to the 
speech of any foreign statesman, as the 
hon. Gentleman did, in order to explain 
what the plain meaning of the language 
in the article sufficiently shows. 


Sik E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: Is 


Manchuria open ? 


*ViscouNT CRANBORNE: So far as 
we know, it is open. But it is quite 
clear that in one sense Manchuria is not 
open any more than many other parts of 
China, for during a time of trouble and 


temporary occupation of the territory it 


I do! 


That policy | 


stated at the time, it was not a very great | 


step forward, but it was a very distinct step 
forward in the direction of the open door 


and in the direction of preserving the | 


territorial integrity of China. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: What I 


sail was that, while it gave to other | 


Powers the open door in the Yang-tsze 
region, it did not secure us the open door 
either in Manchuria or Shantung, and 
therefore to that extent the Government 


had failed to maintain the open door in | 


‘China. 


is perfectly clear the ordinary processes 
of commercial enterprise cannot be car- 
ried on. After all, we are agreed—and 
itis a great thing to mark what the 
House is agreed about—that the main and 
principal interest of England and China is 
a commercial interest; and it is that 
interest which the Government have per- 
petually borne in mind. When the crisis 
began in China an immediate duty took 
precedence of every other. It was neces- 
sary to vindicate in China the position of 
our country and to make it perfectly 
clear to the world and the Chinese that 
outrages committed against British sub- 
jects, and most of all against the sacred 
person of our envoy, should not remain 
unpunished. I observe on the part of 
the hon. Gentleman opposite a disposition 
to minimise the crimes of the Chinese. 
He apologised for them in several ways. 
He spoke of the attitude of the Powers 
towards China as outrageous. I am 
not dealing with the question as to 
whether outrages have been committed 
by particular troops — certainly not 
by our troops—but he seemed to 
think that the general attitude of the 
Powers as manifested by the action 
of their diplomatic representatives 
|towards the Chinese in the matter of 
Second Day. 
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punishment was outrageous. I think that 
is a most astonishing attitude to take. 
My opinion is that the Power: have not 
been too severe, but that there has been 
an inclination in many quarters to be far 
too lenient. I cannot conceive any action 
of a constituted Government which is 
more reprehensible than the outrages, not 
unmixed with treachery, which were 
levelled not merely at the heads of private 
individuals under the protection of Great 
Britain, but against their diplomatic 
representatives, who by every code, 
civilised and uncivilised, are sacred, 
and by none more than the code 
the Chinese themselves possess. I 
have nothing to say except as regards the 
action of the British Government and 
the British troops. The British Govern- 
ment have a great cause of quarrel of the 
most serious kind against the Chinese ; 
and I think we should have been 
lamentably wanting in our duty if we 
had not made it clear that the punish- 
ment to be meted out to the criminals in 
China should, so far as our opinion goes, 
be of an exemplary character. I admit 
it was not without a certain feeling of 
misgiving as to the success of our efforts 
to obtain exemplary punishment of these 
high-placed delinquents that we entered 
upon the negotiations, but I am certain 
the punishments we demanded were not 
excessive and that they ought to have 
been—and so far as our influence was con- 
cerned they were-—consistently pressed 
upon the Chinese Government. But in 
pressing these punishments upon the 
Chinese Government we had to be clear 


that we should not commit  our- 
selves in such a way as to lose 
control of our own conduct. It was 


suggested, for instance, that in order to 
entorce the wishes of Great Britain 
and the other members of the allied 
Powers upon the Chinese Government 
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expeditions should be undertaken into the 
interior of China of a warlike character, 
That, I think, would have a most disas- 
trous policy, and anything which bound 
us so irretrievably to insisting upon 
particular measures for securing punish- 
ment of that kind appeared to us 
to be objectionable. Still, we did 
require some kind of sanction, and we 
were fortunate enough to propose to the 
Powers—-by whom it was accepted-—a form 
of language by which it was made clear to 
the Chinese that unless they conformed to 
the wishes of the Powers the latter would 
individually and collectively hold them- 
selves free to remain in occupation of 
their territory, and in that way have some 
sanction for the demands made upon 
them. But, as I have said, the great 
interest of Great Britain in China is com- 
mercial. The hon. Gentleman opposite 


complained of the delay which had 
characterised the proceedings of the 


Powers in China. That delay is un- 
doubtedly of a very serious kind. 


It being midnight, the debate stood 
adjourned, 


Debate to be resumed upon Monday 
next. 


Adjourned at one minute after 
Twelve of the clock till 
Monday next. 


By virtue: of an Order made this day, 
I do appoint John Bruce Nichols and 
John Cradock Morgan Nichols to print 
the Votes and Proceedings of this House. 


WILLIAM Court GULLY. 
Speaker. 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
HOUSE OF CGMMONS. SUNDAY. 


Monday, 18th February, 1901. 


Several other Members took and sub- 
-seribed the Oath. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


THAMES AND SEVERN PROVISIONAL 
ORDER. 


Bill to confirm an Order made by the 


Board of Trade, under the Railway and | 


Canal Traffic Act, 1888, for the transfer 
of the Thames and Severn Canal to the 
County Council of Gloucestershire ; and 
for other purposes, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Gerald Balfour and Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain. 


THAMES AND SEVERN PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 

“To confirm an Order made by the 
Board of Trade, under the Railway and 
Canal Traffic Act, 1888, for the transfer 
of the Thames and Severn Canal to the 
County Council of Gloucestershire ; and 
for other purposes,” presented accordingly, 
and read the first time; to be referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 1.] 


PETITIONS. 
ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (ADULTS 
IN EVENING CLASSES). 

Petitions for alteration of Law, from 
Bradford ; 3righton and Preston ; 
Llanelly ; and Calverley ; to lie on the 
Table. 

POOR LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUA- 
TION ACT, 1896. 

Petitions for alteration of Law, from 
Little Hulton; Blean; and Hyde ; to 
lie upon the Table. 

PURE BEER. 

Petitions for legislation, from Kington; 
Loughborough ; Kimbolton; and Don- 
caster ; to lie upon the Table. 

SINGH, MAGAN. 

Petition of Magan Singh, for redress 
to lie upon the Table. 
VOL, LXXXIX.  [FourtH Sxrtes. } 


Petition from Hammersmith, for pro- 
hibition ; to lie upon the Table. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR. 
Petition from Wickham Market, for 
cessation of farm-burning ; to lie upon the 
Table. 
Petition from Leominster, for termina- 
tion ; to lie upon the Table. 


VIVISECTION. 
Petition from Notting Hill, for prohibi- 
tion ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


NATIONAL DEBT (SAVINGS RANK AND 
FRIENDLY SOCIETIES). 
Annual Account presented, for the 
period ended 20th November, 1900 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 18.] 


NATIONAL DEBT (MILITARY SAVINGS 
3ANKS). 

Account presented, of the Gross Amount 
of all Moneys received and paid by the 
Commissioners for the Reduction of the 
National Debt on account of the Fund for 
Military Savings Banks, from 19th 
September, 1845, to the 5th January, 
1901 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 19.] 


AND REVENUE 
(APPROPRIATUON 


CIVIL SERVICES 
DEPARTMENTS 
ACCOUNTS). 
Appropriation Accounts presented, for 

the year ending 31st March, 1900, 

together with the Reports of the Comp- 

troller and Auditor General thereon, and 
certain Reports upon Store Accounts [by 

Act|: to lie upon the Table, and to be 

printed. [No. 20.] 


SARDINIAN LOAN. 

Account presented, of the Total Sums 
issued out of the Consolidated Fund and 
advanced to His Majesty the King of 
Sardinia, and of the Sums received to 
31st December, 1900, for Interest and 
Sinking Fund thereof [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table and to be printed. [No. 


21] 


O 
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MILK AND CREAM REGULATIONS. 
Copy presented, of Minutes of Evi- 

dence taken before the Departmental 

Committee appointed by the Board of 

Agriculture to inquire and report upon 

the desirability of Regulations, under 

Section 4 of The Sale of Food and Drugs 

Act, 1899, for Milk and Cream, with 

Appendices and Index [by Command] ; to 

lie upon the Table. 


CAPITAL PUNISHMENT. 

Copy presented, of Amended Rules 
made by the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, pursuant to the pro- 
visions of The Capital Punishment 
Amendment Act, 1868, for regulating the 
execution of Capital Sentences [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS (CONDI- 
TIONAL LICENCE). 

Copy presented, of Licence granted to 
Mary Fox, a Convict under detention in 
Aylesbury Prison, permitting her to be 
at large on condition that she enter the 
East End Refuge, Finchley [hy Act]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION (PRO- 
CEEDINGS). 

Copy presented, of Return of Proceed- 
ings of the Commifsion during the month 
of October, 1900 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


UNIVERSITY OF EDINBURGH. 
Copy presented, of Report of the State 
of the Finances of the University, made 
by the University Court, for the year to 
31st August 1900 [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table and to be printed. [No. 22.] 


Copy presented, of Annual Statistical 
Report by the University Court of the 
University of Edinburgh for the year 
1899-1900 |by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 23.} 


PAPERS LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 

1. County Court Act, 1888, and 
Court of Judicature (Officers) Act, 1879.— 
Copy of Order made by the Lord Chan- 
cellor, dated 29th January, 1901, direct- 
ing that the Registrar of the County 
Court of Devonshire, held at Plymouth 
and East Stonehouse, shall not practise as 
a solicitor, and that Section 20 of the 
Supreme Court of Judicature (Officers) | 
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Act, 1879, shall not apply to the office of 
Registrar of the said County Court. 

2. Building Societies.—Copy of Sixth, 
Annual Report by the Chief Registrar of 
Friendly Societies of the Proceedings of 
the Registrars under the Building Societies 
Acts, ete. [by Act]; to: be printed.. 
[No. 24.] 

NAVAL EXPENDITURE AND MERCAN.- 
TILE MARINE (GREAT BRITAIN, ETC.) 
Return ordered, “showing aggregate: 


n) 


Naval Expenditure on Seagoing Force ;. 


Aggregate Revenue ; Aggregate Tonnage 
of Mercantile Marine ; Annual Clearances 
of Shipping in the Foreign Trade ; Annual 
Clearances of Shipping in the Coasting 
Trade ; Annual Value of Imports by Sea,. 
including Bullion and Specie ; and Annual 
Value of Exports by Sea, including Bullion, 
and Specie, of various Countries, exclusive 
of China and South American Republics, 
but including British Self-governing 
Colonies, for the year 1900 (in continua- 
ation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 380, of 
Session 2, 1900).”—(Sir John Colombh.) 


TRADE AND NAVIGATION. 
Return ordered, “of Accounts relating: 
to Trade and Navigation of the United. 
Kingdom for each month during the year 
1901.—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 
Return, in part, presented accordingly ;. 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


[No. 25.] 


ALIEN IMMIGRATION, 

Return ordered,. ‘Sof the number of. 
Aliens that arrived from the Continent 
at Ports in the United Kingdom in each 
month of the year 1901.°.—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 

Return, in part, presented accordingly ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


[No. 26. | 


COAL EXPORTS, ETC. 

Return ordered, “ giving for the year 
1900 the Export of Coal from each Port 
in the United Kingdom to each Country 
Abroad, together with a Summary State- 
ment showing the Export of Coal from 
the principal districts of the United King- 
dom to the principal groups of Foreign 
Countries ; and also showing the quantity 
of Coal shipped. at each Port. in the 
United Kingdom for ships’ use on Foreign 
Voyages during the same period (in con- 
tinuation. of. Parliamentary Paper, No.. 
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1900)."—(Mr. D. A. 


125, of Session 


Thomas. ) 


(WUESTIONS. 


TH AFRICAN WAR LORD 
ERTS AND “ UNCONDITIONAL 
I 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury, with 
reference to the telegram of 3rd June, 
1900, published in Vol. IL. South Africa 
Despatches from Lord Roberts in’ reply 
to General Buller, and stating that Lord 
Roberts’: terms with the Transvaal 
Government are unconditional surrender, 
whether His Majesty’s Government were 
informed prior to the sending of the 
telegram by the Commander-in-Chief of 
General Buller’s views, as expressed by 
him after his interview with General 
Botha, that about half the Transvaal 
forces then in the field were before him, 
and that he thought they were inclined 
to give in, and also of the terms men- 
tioned by General Buller to the Boers, 
which terms were in his opinion suitable 
for the military situation to secure the 
surrender of the Boers, or if Lord Roberts 
acted on his own responsibility in this 
matter; and if no intimation of General 
Buller’s views was at that time sent to 
His Majesty's Government, when was 
such intimation received, and was it taken 
into consideration. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLFour, Manchester, 
E.): No communication was made to Her 
Majesty’s Government, Lord Roberts 
acting under the general powers given to 
him. As regards the last paragraph of 
the question, | think General Buller’s 
despatch is dated 9th July, and probably, 
therefore, reached us in August. 
POSITION OF SIRO A. MILNER AND 

SIR W. HELY HUTCHINSON. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rusheliffe): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies what is the 
present position of Sir Alfred Miiner and 
Sir Walter Hely Hutchinson respectively 
as regards the Governorship of Cape 
Colony and the High Commissionership 
of the two late Dutch Republics. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): Sir Alfred Milner 
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became Administrator of the Transvaal 
and of the Orange River Colony on the 
departure of Lord Roberts from South 
Africa, and remains Governor of the Cape 
Colony until Sir W. Hely Hutchinson 
assumes the Governorship of the Cape 
Colony. Sir Alfred Milner will continue 
to be High Commissioner for South Africa, 
Imt his relations as such with the late 
Dutch Republics necessarily lapsed with 
their annexation. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS: Can the right 
hon. Gentleman say when it is likely that 
Sir W. Hely Hutchinson will assume the 
Governorship of the Cape Colony ? 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : No, Sir, I 
should be sorry to fix a date at this 
moment. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) : Wher: 
will Sir Alfred Milner proceed to Pretoria? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : 


give the information at present. 


I cannot 


SOUTH AFRICAN CONSTABULARY. 

Masor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) * 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether the South African Con- 
stabularvy were embarked per steamship 
* Aurania” on Friday for the front, with- 
out arms and uniform, and totally un- 


drilled. 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : These 900 


men, of the South African Constabulary, 
like other detachments of the force sent 
from this country, will be attested on their 
arrival, and will then be provided with 
arms and uniform, and will be trained 
under the personal superintendence of 
Major-General Baden-Powell. A certain 
number of them have already served in 
the Army and Militia. These, and all 
other arrangements in connection with 
this force, have been made in strict 
accordance with General Baden-Powell’s 
wishes and requirements. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): What 
will be the total strength of the Constabu- 
lary force when this contingent arrives ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I cannot 
now state with certainty what the total 
number will be when this contingent 
arrives in South Africa, but of course the 
hon. Member is aware what the strength 
of the force is to be eventually. I believe 

02 
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that over 2,000 have been attested in this 
country. 


Questions. 


TYPHOID FEVER AMONG THE SOUTH 
AFRICAN FORCES. 

Sik WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he can state the 
number of cases of typhoid fever among 
the forces in South Africa, and the number 
of deaths for each of the months of 
October, November, and December, and 
also the total number of cases of typhoid 
fever from the beginning of the war to 
31st December last, giving the number of 
deaths, and the number sent home as 
invalids. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): 
The figures are approximately as follow— 
October, 568 cases, 98 deaths ; November, 
1,213 cases, 207 deaths; December, 1,665 
cases, 286 deaths. The total number of 
cases from the beginning of the war to 
December, 1900, is 19,101 and of deaths 
4,233. The number of officers and men 
invalided for enteric fever who have ar- 
rived in England from the beginning of 
the war to December, 1900, is 10,975. 


COLONIAL TROOPS IN SOUTH AFRICA 
—TERMS OF ENGAGEMENT. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether the terms of 
the original engagements of Brabant’s 
Horse and the other colonial troops that 
have taken part in the South African 
War differed in any, and what, respect, 
and especially as to the duration of the 
engagements, from the terms of which the 
Imperial Yeomanry and the British Volun- 
teers were engaged. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The terms of 
service of the colonial contingents varied 
considerably, and were different to those 
of the Imperial Yeomanry and British 
Volunteers. It is not possible to give the 
full details in reply to a question. All 
have been treated according to their en- 
gagements. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS : But wili the 
right hon. Gentleman lay on the Table of 
the House a statement of the different 
terms ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I have made the 
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Member wishes to know the particulars 
of each engagement I will see what can 
be done. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: Is there any 
difference in the duration of the engage- 
ments ? 

*Mr. BRODRICK : 
the terms vary. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
Do these people get better pay than the 
common or garden Tommy Atkins ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


I have said that 


IMPERIAL YEOMANRY. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
untrained men who have not hitherto 
formed part of the Yeomanry are accepted 
as Volunteers to the Imperial Yeomanry 
now proposed to be sent out to the war. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: All men accepted 
for the Imperial Yeomanry have to pass 
the riding and shooting tests previously 
imposed. They need not necessarily 
belong to the Yeomanry. 


MILITIA RE-EMBODIMENT. 

Mr. WARNER (Staffordshire, Lich- 
field) : I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War if it is proposed to re-embody 
some or all the Militia now not embodied. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: [ am not in a posi- 
tion at present to reply to this question. 


ROYAL RESERVE REGIMENTS. 

Mr. WARNER: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if there is 
any scheme for continuing the existence 
of the Royal Reserve Kegiments ; and 
if he is aware that the delay in letting 
*he men know whether they will be able 
vo re-engage and the terms of re-engage- 
ment, is not only causing inconvenience 
to the men, but losing the services of 
many men who would otherwise have re- 
engaged. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: A communication 
will be addressed to the men forthwith 
on this subject. An opportunity will be 
given to the men to re-engage on special 
terms for garrison duty. Any officer or 
non-commissioned ctticer who may not 
desire to return at once to civil life will 
be found temporary employment. 
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PURCHASES OF HORSES FOR SOUTH | 
AFRICA. 

Mr. PHILIPPS (Pembrokeshire): I | 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War | 
whether he can inform the House of the 
number of horses bought for the South 
African army since the war began, specify- | 
ing the number bought in Great Britain 
and the number bought in other countries ; 
what was the average purchase price in 
each country ; and what are the official 
reports as to the comparative merits of 
the animals bought in each country. 


*TueE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): The total 
number of horses and cobs purchased for 
South Africa between October, 1899, and 
3lst January, 1901, was as follows :— 
Great Britain and Ireland, 35,775 horses ; 
3,827 cobs. Other countries, 36,314 
horses ; 35,506 cobs. Of the former about 
80 per cent. were sent to South Africa. 
The English and Irish were considered 
the best, and the next best were the 
American and Canadian. It is not con- 
sidered expedient to state the prices. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Will you give me 
the figures for [reland and Great Britain 
separately instead of lumping them 
together ? 


*Lorpd STANLEY: I cannot give them 
offhand, but will see if I can get them. 


CarTaAin DONELAN (Cork, E.): 1 
beg to ask the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office if he can state the number of 
troop horses purchased for the purpose 
of the South African war in Hungary, 
America, and Ireland respectively _be- 
tween Ist January and 31st December, 
1900; and whether any agent was 
employed by the War Otlice during that 
period for the purchase of troop horses in 
the south of Ireland. 


*Lorp STANLEY: The figures are as 

follows : — Hungary, 7,000; America, 
United States, 21,000; Canada, 3,750; 
Ireland, 6,178. Of those bought in 
Ireland about 20 per cent, were for units 
at home. Colonel Hanford was the agent 
employed in Ireland during the period 
referred to, and he bought horses in all 
parts of the country. 


sik KE. ASHMEAD - BARTLETT 
(Shettield, Keclesall) : Can the noble Lord 
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state if in the American figures the horses 
from the Argentine are included ? 


*LorD STANLEY: No, these are not 
included, but I cannot say what numbers 


‘came from the Argentine. 


Captain DONELAN: May fF ask 
why preference was given to Hungary 
and America in view of the fact that Irish 
horses are the best in the world ? 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Can the 
noble Lord state what part of the'war tax 
is paid in Hungary and America ? 


Another NATIONALIST MEMBER: And 
is it true that when the Irish Members 
opposed the War Vote an order was 
given that no more horses should be 
bought in Ireland ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


PEACE NEGOTIATIONS—LORD 
20BERTS AND GENERAL BOTCHA. 
Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 

ask the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office whether he can communicate to the 
House full details of all communications 
which passed between Lord Roberts and 
any of the Boer generals in reference to 
negotiations for the conclusion of peace, 
and a full statement of the causes which 
prevented the proposed meeting between 
Lord Roberts and General Botha in June 
last. 


*Lorp STANLEY: Yes, Sir, I will lay 
the correspondence to-day. I owe the hon. 
Gentleman and the House an apology, 
which I take the first opportunity of 
tendering. In answer to the honourable 
Member’s question interjected during my 
speech on Friday, I inadvertently stated 
that I believed the negotiations were 
stopped owing to the demand for in- 
dependence. I find on referring to papers, 
which I had not at hand, that although 
Lord Roberts endeavoured to meet 
General Botha’s wishes as to an armistice, 
the arrangement fell through because the 
armistice proposed by the Boers was one 
which on military grounds it was im- 
possible to accept. 


ARMY CONTRACTS IN IRELAND. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if his atten- 
tion has been called to the increasing 
complaints that the supplies for the troops 
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in Ireland now largely consist of foreign 
materials,and that the number of local con- 
tractors is steadily diminishing; and 
whether he could furnish the House with 
any document showing who are the con- 
tractors to the Army in Ireland for all 
purposes and the nature and price of the 
materials supplied. 


Captain DONELAN: At the same 
time may I ask the Financial Secretary 
to the War Office if he can state the pro- 
portion of foreign beef and mutton at 
present supplied to the troops stationed 
in Ireland ; and whether, in view of the 
fact that cattle and sheep are produced in 
abundance in Ireland, and that Irish tax- 
payers contribute towards the mainten- 
ance of the Army, tenders will in future 
be inclusively for home fed meat. 


*Lorp STANLEY : I am not aware of 
any complaints as to supplies of foreign 
materials to the troops in Ireland, except 
as regards meat, nor am I aware that 
local contractors are diminishing in num- 
ber. When local manufacture exists in 
Ireland every effort is made to encourage 
it as far as possible. It would cause 
much labour to furnish from all stations 
in Ireland a list of the contractors and 
their supplies. As regards the meat sup- 
ply the whole question of supply through 
out the United Kingdom is being con- 
sidered. 


Mr. FLAVIN: May I ask how many 
Irish manufactured bicycles have been 
sent to South Africa ? 


Cart. DONELAN : How much do the 
countries which supply these foreign 
goods contribute towards the maintenance 
of the Army ? 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: The noble Lord 
has referred to the trouble it would in- 
volve to give us this information. That 
is the very reason I want the Return. — | 
want to cause trouble. I wish to ask 
the noble Lord if he will direct his sub- 
ordinates to go to the trouble of furnish 
ing the information ! 


[No answer was returned to any of the 
questions. | 


ARMY BEER CONTRACTS AT THE 
CURRAGH. 
‘Mr. PATRICK WHITE (Meath, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War why the contract for the supply of 
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beer, porter, and stout to the regiments 
stationed at the Curragh, county Kildare, 
was not given to an Irish firm; and 
whether the Government has agreed to 
pay an English firm a price higher than 
that quoted by Irish breweries. 


*Lorp STANLEY: Discretion as to 
making contracts for the supply of malt 
liquor to the troops is vested in the 
General Officers Commanding Districts, 
who may either make a district contract 
or alow commanding officers ef units to 
make their own. There is no regulation 
under which canteen contracts are bound 
to be placed locally, and it is a fact that a 
considerable amount of Lrish stout is sold 
in canteens in England. It is not pro- 
posed to question the manner in which the 
General Officer Commanding has used his 
discretion. 

Mr. PATRICK WHITE: Will the 
noble Lord answer the latter portion of 
the question ? 


*Lorp STANLEY: I think I have. 
We do not propose to question the 
discretion of the commanding officer. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: 
Irish beer supplied to soldiers contain no 
poison, and is that the reason you send for 
English beer ? 


*\Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Does the 


MARRIED SOLDIERS’ SEPARATION 
ALLOWANCES. 

Mr. PIRIE: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tarv of State for War whether he will 
take into consideration the case of 
married soldiers serving in South Africa 
whose first period of enlistment had 
come to an end and whose discharge and 
admission into the Reserve would have 
taken place but for the war, with a view 
to granting separation allowance for their 
wives on the scale of that provided for 
the Reservists; and whether he is 
aware that there are many cases in which 
discharge had actually been sanctioned and 
yet stopped at the last moment, the hard- 
ship being great owing to many such men 
having married without leave in view of 
their then ancicipated approaching dis- 
charge into the Reserve. 

*Lorp STANLEY: In cases where a 
soldier married without leave would have 
become a Reservist but for the war, it will 
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be considered whether separation allowance 
‘ean be issued by the Government. Every 
case must be dealt with on its merits. 


SUNDAY PUBLICATION OF  TELE- 
GRAMS FROM THE SEAT OF WAR. 
Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): I beg 

to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 

representing the Postmaster General, for 
what reason the Government have ceased 
to publish telegrams on Sundays at post 
offices giving information from South 

Africa, and to ask if they intend resuming 

the practice of publishing such telegrams 

‘during the continuance of the war. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY 
TO THE TREASURY (Mr. AusTEN 
CHAMBERLALN, Worcestershire, E.) : 
The Postmaster General was informed 
by the Secretary of State for War 
in October last that in view of the 
alteration in the position of affairs in 
South Africa, he considered that the 
practice of telegraphing information for 
exhibition in post offices on Sundays 
might reasonably be discontinued, and 
the Postmaster General has no knowledge 
of any intention to resume the practice. 


Mr. POWER: Did the military 
authorities cease the publication of the 
telegrams at the time the war was 
declared to be over ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
They ceased to publish them in October 
last. 


ARMY VETERINARY DEPARTMENT. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
I heg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he is now in a position to 
state the decision arrived at with 
reference to the abolition of the prefix to 
the titles of the officers of the Army 
Veterinary Department. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: As the hon. Mem- 
ber has been informed on a_ previous 
occasion, it has been decided to await the 
conclusion of the war before making any 
changes that may be deemed necessary 
for this Department. 


EASTER TRAININGS FOR VOLUN- 
TEERS 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheiield, 
Central): I beg to ask the Secretary of 


‘State for War if, having regard to the 
order issued last week that no camp 
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allowances will be granted as heretofore 
for the Easter training of Volunteers, he 
will cause to be notified without delay the 
regulations it is proposed to substitute, in 
order that regiments and individuals may 
make arrangements without delay for 
conforming thereto as far as practicable. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The military autho- 
rities do not consider that the advantage 
gained by the short Easter training of 
Volunteers is sufficient to justify the issue 
of camp allowances. The general scheme 
of camp arrangements for the year is 
being carefully considered, and every 
effort will be made to issue regulations as 
early as possible. 


DUBLIN ROYAL BARRACKS CON- 
TRACT—REDDY’S CLAIM FOR COM- 
PENSATION. 

*Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether his attention has 
been directed to the report of an action 
taken against a War Department con- 
tractor named Broderick, before the 
Recorder of Dublin, by a labourer named 
Reddy for damages under the Workmen’s 
Compensation Act for injuries received 
while employed in the execution of con- 
tract work at the Royal Barracks ; 
whether he is aware that Reddy swore 
at the trial that he was a labourer em- 
ployed hy Broderick to do plastering work 
at 1Xs. per week, while Broderick swore 
that his contract was for painting only ; 
whether the employment of labourers at 
IXs, per week either on plastering or 
painting contracts for the War Depart- 
ment is in accordance with the terms of 
the Fair Wages Resolution of February, 
1891: and whether he is aware that 
repeated complaints against this con 
tractor have been made to the War Office 
within the past six months by the Amal 
gamated Painters’ Society at Dublin with 
unsatisfactory results; and whether, in 
view of the fact that Broderick has 
secured the painting contracts for other 
military barracks in Ireland, the Depart- 
ment will undertake that these contracts 
shall be cancelled in the event of Broderick 
continuing to evade the terms of the Fair 
Wages Resolution. 


*Lorp STANLEY: The answer to the 
first and second paragraphs of the hon. 
Member’s question is in the affirmative. 
The General Ofticer Commanding has been 
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directed to make inquiries into the 
matter. War Department contracts 
require payment by the contractor of the 
wages current in the district. The posi- 
tion taken by this contractor in answer 
to the complaints referred to by the hon. 
Member has been that he has paid the 
full union rate of 8d. an hour to his 
painters, and a less rate to improvers, 
boys and lime-whiters. As regards the 
work which he is carrying out at other 
stations in Ireland, it has been ascertained 
by the General Officer Commanding that 


he is paying the men employed the usual | 


rates current in the district. 
*Mr. NANNETTI asked a_ further 


question as to the number of improvers 
employed by this contractor. 


*Lorp STANLEY: I ask for 


notice. 


must 


BELLEVILLE BOILERS. 

Mr. CHARLES WILSON (Hull, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admir- 
alty whether the Admiralty have recently 
given orders that four of His Majesty's 
vessels—viz., the “ Encounter,” the “Corn- 
wall,” the “Queen,” and the “ Prince of 
Wales,” should be fitted with the Belle- 
ville water-tube boilers ; and, if so, why 
this has been done pending the Report of 
the Committee of experts now inquiring 
into the matter, and when it is expected 
that such Report will be made. 


THE SECRETARY to tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. ARNOLD - ForstEr, 
Belfast, W.): The Admiralty policy in 
the matter of boilers was described in the 
Memorandum on Water - tube Boilers 
which was presented to Parliament, and 
in accordance with that policy the four 
ships named in the question were ordered 
to be fitted with the Belleville boiler; 
but in the event of the Report of the 
Committee indicating the necessity of a 
change in the type of boiler this decision 
will be reviewed in all cases where it may 
be found practicable. The ‘“ Challenger,” 
the sister ship to the “ Encounter,” is 
being fitted with Babeock and Wilcox 
boilers for comparison with the Belleville 
boilers in the latter ship. Babcock and 
Wilcox boilers are also being fitted in the 
“Espiégle” and “Odin,” and Niclausse 
boilers in the “ Suffolk,” sister ship to the 
“Cornwall,” and in the “ Merlin,” for 
comparison with other ships of the 
same classes fitted with the Belleville 
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boiler. The Committee have been 
requested to make an interim Report on 
any of the points referred to them, as 
soon as they have collected sufficient 
evidence or experimental proof to enable 
them to form a reliable opinion. 

Sm FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 
shire, Shipley): May I ask whether the 
Admiralty will request the Committee to, 


‘make a trial of one of His Majesty’s ships 


fitted with water-tube boilers for a whole 
ocean voyage—say, across the Atlantic 
-before they make their Report. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I cannot 
say what instructions have been given to 
the Committee on that point. I have no. 
doubt whatever that a trial of ships 
under these conditions will be made, but 
I cannot give particulars as to the extent 
or duration of the voyage. 

Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY : But 
cannot the Admiralty request that an 
ocean voyage be made at full speed 4 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 
does not arise out of the question. 

Sim FORTESCUE FLANNERY: I 
will put a question on the subject on 
Thursday. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Can the hon. Gentleman say when the 
order was given to fit these ships with 

3elleville hoilers—by the late or present 
Board of Admiralty ? 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : The orders 
were given in the ordinary reutine when 
the orders for the ships were given. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Were some: 
of them given by the late and some by 
the present Board ! 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : Yes, Sir. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : Were any 
of the orders placed in Belfast, and if not, 
why not ? 


That 


[No answer was returned. | 


INDIAN FAMINE RELIEF. 

Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India if he can give the total number of 
persons in receipt of famine relief in India. 

THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. HAmitton, Middlesex,, 
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Ealing): The number of persons in receipt 
of famine relief in India last week was 
214,000, of whom 179,000 were in British 
districts and 35,000 in Native States. 


EFFECTIVE STRENGTH OF MILITARY 

ESTABLISHMENT IN INDIA. 
*Sirn CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India if he can state 
what was the effective strength of non- 
commissioned officers and men of the 
British forces in India on 1st January, 
1896 ; 1st January, 1897 ; 1st January, 
1898; Ist January, 1899 ; 1st January, 
1900 ; and Ist January, 1901. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The effective 
strength of non-commisioned officers and 
men of the British forces in India on the 
Ist January in each year from 1896 to 
1901 was as follows :—Ist January, 1896, 


70,615; 1897, 70,400; 1898, 67,808 ; 
1899, 68,578; 1900, 64,213; 1901, 
58,702. 


Captain NORTON : How many of the 
men now serving in India are serving be- 
yond their terms of engagement ? 


Lorp G. HAMILTON was understood 
to reply: A very considerable number— 
probably about 12,000. 


Mr. CAINE: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India if he can state 
what was the strength in non-commis- 
sioned officers and men of the forces on 
the Indian establishment in India, British 
and native respectively, on Ist January, 
1901. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The strength 
in non-commissioned officers and men 
of the forces on the Indian establish- 
ment in India on 1st January, 1901, was: 
sritish, 58,702 ; native, 127,666. 


uke 
TROOPS EMPLOYED BEYOND THE 
FRONTIERS. 

Mr. CAINE: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India if he will state 
what number of British and native troops 
of the Indian Army are now being em- 
ployed beyond the frontiers of India ; 
and if he will lay upon the Table of the 
House a Return giving full particulars of 
such employment. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: There are of 
the Indian establishment about 5,200 
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British troops in South Africa; about 
300 British and about 16.300 native - 
troops in China (including Hong Kong) ; 
about 1,500 native troops in the Mauri- 
tius ; about 800 native troops in Singa- 
pore; about 2,100 British troops and 
about 800 natives in Ceylon ; and about 
600 native troops in Jubaland ; making a 
total of 7,600 British troops and 20,000 
native troops. I have no objection to a 
Return, but I do not think that it would 
add anything material to the information 
which I have given. 


IMPERIAL GRANT IN AID OF INDIA 
OFFICE CHARGES. 

Mr. CAINE: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India if he has yet con- 
sidered the unanimous recommendation: 
of the Royal Commission on Indian Ex- 
penditure, as contained in Clause 364 of 
the Report, that a grant of £50,000 
should be made by the Imperial Govern- 
ment in aid of the charge for the India 
Office ; and, if so, how he proposes to: 
deal with it. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The corre- 
spondence on the subject of the measures 
to be taken for the relief of Indian 
revenues, in consequence of the Report 
of the Royal Commission on Indian Ex- 
penditure, has been laid before Parlia- 
ment. It shows that the matter has been 
fully considered, and that His Majesty’s 
Government have accepted in their en- 
tirety the recommendations of the Com- 
mission so far as the amount of relief to 
be received by India is concerned. As 
regards the heads under which that relief 
is given, they have in the main accepted 
the recommendations of the Commis- 
sioners, but on some points they have 
made other arrangements which appeared 
to be more convenient for administrative 
purposes. They do not propose to in- 
crease the total amount of relief which 
has been already agreed to, and which, 
as -l have said, is the amount recom- 
mended by the Commission. 


Mr. CAINE: Did not the Commission. 
recommend a grant in all of £293,000,. 
and have you not allotted less ? 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: I am afraid 
they made an arithmetical mistake by 
substituting tens of rupees for pounds. 
sterling. We have given actually about 
£4,000 more than they recommended. 
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Mr. CAINE: But this 
£50,000 has not been dealt with. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: No, Sir. 


Mr. CAINE: And is the reason for not 
dealing with it the desire that it shall not 
appear on the yearly Estimates ! 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: That is rather 
a matter of argument. ‘The Commission 
suggested as an alternative that it should 
he put on the Consolidated Fund, in which 
case a discussion on it would be impossible. 


PATAGONIA. 

*Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil): 
[ beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether the report 
of the Rev. D. Richards, chapiain of 
H.M.S. “Flora,” on the condition of 
Welshmen in Patagonia has been received ; 
whether it confirms the complaint of 
Mr. John Morley that his flocks and 
herds are being decimated by a gang of 
cattle thieves, who are in league with the 
police authorities and are favoured by 
Pedro P. Martinez, the chief of police ; 


and whether Mr. Richards’ report will 
be made public. 

*THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 


(Viscount CRANBORNE, Rochester) : The 
report of the chaplain of His Majesty’s 
ship “ Flora” has not been received in the 
Department. A report from the com- 
mander of that on his visit to 
Chubut in June last was communicated 
by the Lords Commissioners of the 
Admiralty and has already been laid before 
Parliament (by the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies), but no mention is made 
therein of Mr. Morley’s case. A complaint 
from Mr. Morley himself has however 
been received from His Majesty’s Chargé 
d’Affaires at Buenos Ayres, who has 
already made representations to the 
Argentine Government on the subject. 
These representations have, it appears, 
been well received. The exact result is 
not yet known, but Mr. Morley has 
acknowledged the steps taken on his behalf 
as valuable and efficacious. 


vessel 


BRITISH CONSULAR REPRESENTA- 
TION IN) RUSSIA. 


Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, 8.) : 
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Majesty’s Gevernment has taken any 
steps, In view of the appointment of a 
Russian consul general to Bombay, to 
secure British consular representation at 
any point in the Russian Empire east of 
Batoum. 


Viscount CRANBORNE: The Russian 
Government agreed in 1892 to the exten- 
sion of the authority of the British Consul 
at Batoum to the Governments of Baku, 
Elizabetpol, Erivan, Tiflis, Kutais, and 
Tchernomoria, and it is understood that 
no objection would be raised by them to 
the appointment of a constilar officer to 
reside at Tiflis should His Majesty’s Gov- 
ernment at any time find it desirable to 
make such an appointment. A British 
vice-consul has been appointed at Baku. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): Is it 
intended to appoint a consular officer for 
Tiflis 2 
CRANBORNE for 


*VISCOUNT asked 


notice. 


LEAD POISONING IN THE POTTERLES, 

Sir CHARLES DILKE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home De- 
partment whether his attention has been 
called to the fact that the official figures 
of cases of lead poisoning in the Potteries 
for 1900 show but slight diminution from 
those of 1899, and that in the months of 
April, July, August, October, and Decem- 
ber the figures exceed those for the corre- 
sponding months of the previous year ; 
and whether, in view of the failure of the 
Special Rules of 1898 to put a stop to lead 
poisoning, he is prepared to 
special rules the whole of the recommen- 
dations which were contained in a Home 
Office circular to manufacturers dated 14th 
December 1829, and again submitted to 
them as proposed special rules in August 
1900. 


issue as 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tae HOME DEPARTMENT (Me. 
Rircuik, Croydon): Iam aware that in 
the months of July, August, October, and 
December, 1900 (but not in April or in 
any other month), the reported cases ot 
plumbism in the industry of china and 
earthenware making were more numerous 
than in the corresponding months of 
1899, the totals being 71 and 50 respec- 
tively. But the net result for the year 


I beg to ask the Under Secretary of | as a whole was a reduction from 249 in 
“State for Foreign Affairs whether His!1899 to 200 in 1900, and this has fol- 
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Jowed upon a previous large reduction 
between 1898 and 1899. In answer to 
the second paragraph of the question I 
think the right hon. Baronet and the 
House may like to hear in some detail 
what is the present position of the matter. 
[have a few days ago formally proposed 
aset of new rules to the manufacturers 
following in the main the draft issued in 
August last but containing certain amend- 
ments which appeared to me necessary 
and reasonable. [ might have proposed 
the rules in this form some time ago, but 
[have been in negotiation with the repre- 
sentatives of the manufacturers in hope 
of arriving at a settlement and avoiding 
arbitration, and I have found them ready 
to accept with a few slight modifications 
most of my proposals. On the proposed 
“standard of insolubility,” however, a 
serious difference of opinion arose between 
the Government chemist and the manu- 
facturers’ expert advisers, and I have come 
to the conclusion that this difference 
should be settled by arbitration. There 
are also points on which [ am anxious that 
the workpeople should have an oppor- 
tunity of stating their views before they 
are finally settled, and these will be 
dealt with on the arbitration, at which the 
workpeople are entitled to be represented. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Arising out 
of the answer I should like to ask two 
questions—namely, whether the figures 
just given tally with those printed from 
month to month in the Labour Gazette : 
also whether the arbitration is to be on 
the rules as they were formerly or on the 
rules modified. 


Mr. RITCHIE: The rules have been 
referred to the arbitrator as they origin- 
ally were, because this would give the 
workmen an opportunity of expressing 
their views before the arbitrator goes into 
the modification which the Home Office 
might think fit to suggest. I am not 
aware what the figures in the Labour 
Gazette are, but I will inquire and let the 
right hon. baronet know if there is any 
difference, and, if so, why. , 


Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-on-Trent) : Has 
there not been a diminution in the num- 
ber of cases of lead poisoning reported, 
and have not those reported been less 
serious than formerly ? 


Mr. RITCHIE: I believe — that, 
generally, there has been a yearly redue- 
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tion, but I cannot say to what extent 
without notice. 


In answer to a query by another hon. 
Member, Mr. Rircute said that if only the 
modified rules had been referred to the 
arbitration it would have been impossible 
to hear the workmen on other points, and 
he therefore thought it better to let the 
whole thing go before the arbitrator and 
give the men an opportunity of express- 
ing their views on any amendments 
which might be suggested by the manu- 
tacturers. 


CARMARTHEN PRISON. 

Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
any changes are contemplated in the ar- 
rangement of His Majesty’s Prison, Car- 
marthen ; and, if so, whether he will state 
the nature of the proposed changes and 
the reasons for them. 


Mr. RITCHIE: 


negative. 


The answer is in the 


STATE INEBRIATE REFORMATORIES. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somer- 
setshire, E.): beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home 


Department if he has received various 
representations from county authorities 
urging the establishment of a State 
inebriate reformatory ; and whether he 
IS now prepared to make any state- 
ment on the subject. 


Mr. RITCHIE: Yes, Sir; I have re- 
ceived numerous representations such as 
my hon. friend suggests, and I am myself 
anxious that a State inebriate reformatory 
should be established. I am now in com- 
munication with the Treasury on the 
subject. 

RAILWAYS (PREVENTION OF ACCI- 
DENTS) ACT, 1900—RULES. 

*Mr. BELL (Derby): I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade what 
action, if any, he has taken to give effect 
to the Railways (Prevention of Accidents) 
Act, 1900, by making rules or orders to 
enforce compliance with the twelve 
clauses contained in the Schedule of the 
Act. 

THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. GeraLp  BaArour, 
Leeds, Central): Steps are being taken 
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to prepare and make rules under Section | 
1, Sub-section 1 of the Act referred to, | 


and, in the meantime, I understand that 
the leading railway companies are them- 
selves taking steps to minimise the effect 
of the dangerous operations described in 
the Schedule. 


AUTOMATIC COUPLINGS ON RAIL- 


WAYS. 

*Mr. BELL: I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade if he proposes to 
take any steps for the substitution of 
automatic or other couplings in the place 
of the present method of coupling goods 
and mineral vehicles on railways under 
the power conferred upon the Board of 
Trade in the Railways (Prevention of 
Accidents) Act, 1900. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am not 
in a position to make any statement on 
this question at present. It has not been 
lost sight of. 


CHELSEA ELECTRIC SUPPLY 
COMPANY. 

Mr. STRACHEY (Somersetshire, 8.) : 
1 beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he is aware that the Chel- 
sea Electricity Supply Company are try- 
ing to force users of electricity at 100 
volts to take 200 volts current by giving 
a preferential rate to users of 200 volts ; 
and whether the giving of preferencial 
rates by the company is within their 
power without the authority of the Board. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: [am in- 
formed that the Chelsea Electricity Supply 
Company, Limited, desire to change their 
standard pressure from 100 volts to 200 
volts, and that, in order to induce con- 
sumers to take the higher pressure, they 
have given notice that after the lst of 
July next consumers taking a supply at 
the lower pressure will be charged a rate 
higher than that to be charged for supply 
at the higher pressure. The higher rate 
is within the maximum price fixed by the 
Provisional Order, but whether the com- 
pany are entitled to charge different rates 
to consumers supplied at different pres- 
sures is a legal question on which I am not 
prepared to express an opinion. I have 
no power to give or refuse sanction to the 
proposed charge. 
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A DREDGER IN CORK 
HARBOUR. 

Captain DONELAN: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
he is aware that a dredger bound to Japan 
from an English port capsized at the 
entrance to Cork Harbour in December 
last with the loss of all hands; and 
whether this craft was inspected and pro- 
nounced seaworthy ; and, if so, by whom 
was this duty performed. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, Sir; 
I am aware that the dredger referred to 
in the question was lost in heavy weather 
in December last, and I regret to say that 
twelve out of a crew of seventeen were 
lost. Before the vessel left port she was 
inspected by two Board of Trade  sur- 
veyors, who saw no reason to object in 
any way to her construction or equipment. 
I am informed that she was also surveyed 
bv one of the chief surveyors to Bureau 
Veritas, who reported her to be ina “ eom- 
pletely seaworthy condition.” 


SINKING OF 


Caprain DONELAN: Has a craft of 
this description ever before attempted to 


undertake such a long voyage ! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I[ am un 


able to say. 


PREFERENTIAL RAILWAY RATES FOR 
FOREIGN FRUIT. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
heg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he is aware that the rail- 
way rate for foreign fruit from Dover to 
London is Is. 8d. per ton, whilst English 
fruit from Dover to London cost 12s. 3d. 
per ton, and that the Railway and Ship- 
ping Conference average through rates to 
Ireland upon the same system ; whether 
the Board of Trade consider such an 
arrangement to constitute a preferential 
rate in favour of the foreign importer; 
and whether an inquiry will be made 
respecting the schedule of through rates, 
and a eomparison instituted as to the 
mileage rate charged for the carriage 0 
native produce throughout the United 
Kingdom. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir; 1 
have no information which would justify 
me in accepting as correct the figures set 
out in the question of the hon. Member. 
The Board of Trade are always prepared 
to investigate any specific complaint under 
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Section 31 of the Railway and Canal 
Traffic Act, 1888. 


Mr. FIELD: But will not the right 
hon. Gentleman seek information as to 
the specific complaint contained in my 
question ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
asked the hon. Member to name specific 
My present information is that 
his figures are not correct. 


Mr. FIELD: Will you answer the last 
paragraph of my question ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: There is 


no intention of making such an inquiry. 


TRANSPORT OF LIVE STOCK FROM 
IRELAND TO GREAT BRITAIN. 
Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Presi- 

dent of the Board of Trade whether he 

is aware that the consignors of live stock 
from Ireland to Great Britain are com- 
pelled by the carrying companies to sign 
through consignment notes, which relieve 
the companies from the conditions of the 

Carriers Act ; and whether he will cause 

inquiry to be made into this matter, with 

aview to safeguard the humane transit 
and speedy delivery of live stock from 

Ireland to Great Britain. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir, 
lam not aware that carrying companies 
in Ireland compel, or have any power to 
compel, consignors of live or any other 
stock to sign through consignment notes 
relieving the companies of liability ; and 
[do not think any inquiry into the ques- 
tion of consignment notes necessary. 


Mr. FIELD: Tf evidence is produced 
to prove the facts stated in the question, 
will the right hon. Gentleman take steps 
in regard to the matter ! 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Any evi- 
dence produced to show the necessity for 
further steps will be duly considered. 


ARSENICAL BEER POISONING. 

Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Sleaford): 
[ beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether two more 
deaths from arsenical beer poisoning 
oeeurred in Crumpsall workhouse hospital 
quite recently. 

THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Watrer 
Lona, Bristol, $.): Two deaths from 
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| arsenical poisoning occurred in the 
_Crumpsall workhouse infirmary last week, 
'and inquests were held on them on 
Friday. The cases were admitted to the 
infirmary on the 4th of December and 
the 18th of January respectively, but the 
medical officer of the infirmary reports 
that in each case the illness had been of 
several months duration. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Have any 
cases of poisoning been traced to the con- 
sumption of Irish beer ? 


{No answer was returned. } 


QUEEN VICTORIA’S FUNERAL--FACILI- 
TIES FOR THE FOREIGN PRESS. 
Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he will explain why the facilities 
which were granted by the Admiralty to 
the fully accredited representatives of the 
foreign press to view the funeral obse- 
quies of Her late Majesty Queen Victoria 
were refused by the military authorities 
on the passage of the cortege through 
London and at the service in St. George’s 


Chapel, Windsor. 


*Lorp STANLEY: All representatives 
of the press who applied were informed 
by the General Officer Commanding the 
Home District that as the issue of passes 
was in the hands of the Commissioners 
of the Metropolitan Police, the appliea- 
tions should be addressed to them. No 
written application was received from any 
foreign press representatives. In regard 
to the service in St. George’s Chapel the 
issue of permits was solely in the hands 
of the Court officials, to whom all appli- 
cants would be referred. 


| CROFTERS IN THE ISLAND OF BARRA. 

Mr. JOHN DEWAR (Inverness) : I 
beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether 
the Secretary for Scotland has yet been 
able to come to a satisfactory arrange- 
ment with Lady Gordon Cathcart to pro- 
vide land for the erofters and cottars in 
the island of Barra; and whether the 
report by Mr. M‘Intyre, of the Crofters’ 
Commission on the subject will be pub- 
lished. 

*THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): No arrange- 
ment has been concluded, but negotiations 
| for the purchase of a portion of the island of 
‘Barra are in progress. If they are sue- 
{ 
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cessful an announcement will be made so 
far as circumstances admit. It is not 
proposed to publish the report referred 
to. 


Questions 


SCOTTISH PRIVATE BILL PROCEDURE, 


Mr. RENSHAW (Renfrewshire, W.): I 
beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether, 
in the case of Provisional Orders applied 
for under the Private Legislation Pro- 
cedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, which, in 
consequence of the devision of the Chair- 
men, will now be proceeded with as 
private Bills, it will be competent for 
county councils to petition in the usual 
way under the General Standing Orders 
applicable to private Bills before Parlia- 
ment, as these county councils will not 
now have the opportunity of making a 
report, under Section 11 (3), which was 
the alternative method of procedure pro- 
vided under the Act of 1899. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I 
understand it will be competent to peti- 
tion against those Bills in the usual way 
in terms of Standing Order 210. 


MOVILLE PETTY SESSIONS BENCH. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): [beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware that 
the population of the Moville Petty 
Sessions, county Donegal, is three-fourths 
Roman Catholic, and if he will state the 
number of Roman Catholic magistrates in 
the petty sessions district and the number 
of non-Roman Catholic magistrates in said 
district, and if the Government will take 
steps to have thenumberof Roman Catholic 
magistrates increased in proportion to the 
number of Roman Catholics in said dis- 
trict. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE. 
LAND (Mr. WynpuaM, Dover): I have 
no means of verifying the statement in the 
first part of the question, but I have no 
reason to doubt its accuracy. Of the 
fourteen magistrates who attended the 
petty sessions one or more times during 
the past year, ten appear to be Protestants 
and four Roman Catholics. Applications 
and recommendations for the Commission 
of the Peace are made to the Lieutenant of 
county, who transmits them, if he thinks 
them suitable, for the consideration of the 
Lord Chancellor. 


‘COMMONS! 


(uestions, 314 


RAILWAYS AND LANDS 
IN [RELAND. 

Mr. CAREW (Meath, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
has been directed to the fact that com- 
plaints have been made by various local 
authorities in Ireland regarding the law 
by which rates leviable off railways and 
other lands are on only one-fourth of their 
net annual value ; and whether he will 
consider the expediency of amending the 
law so as to make the liability of such 
property to rates similar to that of all real 
property in Ireland. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Both in England 
and Ireland rates in urban districts on 
railways and certain lands are assessed on 
a proportion of their net annual value, 
save where exceptions are made by local 
Acts. In England this proportion is one- 
third, and in Ireland one-fourth. Com- 
plaints have been made in the matter by 
local authorities in Ireland, but the ques: 
tion isobviously of far-reaching importance, 
and there is much to be said on both sides, 
Any proposal to amend the law would 
meet with strong opposition, and I cannot 
undertake to introduce legislation as 
suggested. 


RATING OF 


LEAGUE MEETING AT 
FOXFORD. 

Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he can state how many police 
were brought into Foxford on the Ist 
January, 1901, and what was the total 
cost of police operations in connection 
with the suppression of the meeting an- 
nounced to be held in Foxford on that 
day. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The police force 
brought into Foxford on the occasion 
mentioned consisted of seven officers and 
204 men. The expenses of this concen- 
tration amounted to £159, of which a 
sum of £5 will be charged to the local 
rates. 


SUPPRESSED 


LEWIS LOWRISON. 
FARRELL (Longford, 


CASE OF 
ME J. P&P. 


N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether a_ petition has been 


received in favour of the reduction of 
the sentence of six months’ imprison- 


ment, passed by the petty sessions on. 
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Lewis Lowrison; whether he is aware 
that county court Judge Curran described 
this sentence as a savage sentence, and 
expressed his willingness to reduce it if, 
on appeal, a reduction were asked for ; 
and whether, considering the offence, if 
technically an offence at all, was a trivial 
one, accused will now be liberated. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am unable to 
say whether this county court judge used 
the language attributed to him, but in 
any case, he confirmed the sentence on 
appeal. A memorial on behalf of the 
prisoner was received on Thursday last 
and is now under the consideration of 
the Lord Lieutenant, whose decision will 
be communicated in due course. 


NEWMARKET (CORK) PETTY SESSIONS 
COURT. 

Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to proceedings before the petty 
session court at Newmarket (county 
Cork) on 12th October last; will he 
state on what grounds was a large num- 
her of police drafted into the town for 
the occasion: and frem what source will 
the costs of this extra force be defrayed ; 
and whether, in view of the peaceable 
condition of the locality, the constabulary 
authorities authorised the introduction of 
a large force of armed police. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The authorities 
responsible for the peace of the district 
assembled a force of police for the preser- 
vation of order on the occasion. ‘The 
police present were supplied from within 
the county, and consequently there will 
be no charge to local rates for their 
services. 


CORK POLICE AT THE CITY ELECTION, 

Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he is aware that the Deputy 
Inspector General of the Royal Irish 
Constabulary applied for and received 
from the Cork Borough Council a sum of 
£137 for extra constabulary employed 
during the recent city election; will he 
explain why, although this election was 
carried out in the most peaceable and 
orderly manner, the extra police were 
drafted into the city ; also, why the Cork 
Corporation were not consulted with re- 
gard to bringing them in. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The amount 
claimed from and paid by the Cork 
Borough Council in respect of the extra 
constabulary employed on the occasion 
referred to was £68 18s. 6d. The election 
involved considerable local excitement, and 
it became necessary to augment the 
ordinary force of the city, which is not 
adequate to discharge abnormal duties on 
occasions of this kind. It has not been 
the practice to consult the Corporation in 
such matters. I may remind the hon. 
Member that the ordinary police work of 
Cork is performed entirely free to local 
rates. 


Mr. FLYNN: Who fixes the rates ?’ 
Have the local authorities no right of 
appeal ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM was understood to. 
reply that the Constabulary authorities 
usually increased the force in times of 
excitement without consulting the local 
authorities, as they were responsible for 
the maintenance of order. 


*Mr. ODOHERTY inquired how it hap- 
pened to be the fact that Londonderry and 
Belfast alone, of all the other Irish cities, 
had to contribute towards maintenance of 
the ordinary police force, but the Speaker 
ruled it out of order. 


THE RECENT “DAY OF GENERAL 
MOURNING”—POLICE AND  SHOP- 
KEEPERS IN COUNTY WICKLOW. 
Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow 

W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
the traders of Carnew, county Wicklow, 
were compelled by an order of the police 
to keep their shops closed on Saturday, 
2nd February; and, if so, upon whose 
authority did the police issue the order ; 
and whether he is aware that the shop- 
keepers of adjoining towns, such as Shille- 
lagh and Newtownbarry, were permitted 
to carry on their business on the day 
named without any interference on the 
part of the local police. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : The police at Car- 
new, as well as in the other towns men- 
tioned, merely directed public attention 
to the Proclamation, and in no way inter- 
fered with the closing or opening of 
shops. At Carnew the traders closed, . 
whereassin the other.two places the shops . 
remained open. 
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Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: Is_ the 
‘right hon. Gentleman aware that in Ire- 
land directions by the police have to be 
looked upon as commands? Will he 
direct them to mind their own business 
in the future ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


THE PORT OF DUBLIN. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether the Government will con- 
sider the advisability of recommending 
the appointment of a Viceregal Commis- 
sion to consider the conditions and eir- 
cumstances connected with the port of 
Dublin and to report thereon, with a view 
to legislation next session. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Port and 
Docks Board is, I believe, controlled by 
an Act passed so recently as in 1898. 
The expediency of appointing a Viceregal 
Commission at this stage in the Board’s 
‘existence seems questionable. I will, 
however, look further into the matter, 


LONGFORD UNION NIGHT NURSE. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask | 


the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he will state the 
grounds upon which the Local Govern- 
ment Board have declined to sanction the 
. appointment of a night nurse in Longford 
Union, although she had been pronounced 
fully qualified by training in the Union 
Infirmary under the personal supervision 
of the late Dr. Cochrane, F.R.C.S.L. ; 
whether the Board did on a_ previous 
-oceasion agree to her appointment to same 
office, but Dr. Cochrane wou'd not then 
agree ; and whether the matter will now 
be dealt with and closed by her appoint- 
ment. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Local Govern- 
ment Board declined to sanction the 
appointment of Miss Brown as night nurse 
in the workhouse infirmary on the ground 
that she did not possess the requisite 
qualificat ons for the ottice. The late Dr. 
Cochrane reported favourably on her in 
the capacity of wardsmaid, but she has 
not undergone a proper course of training 
in a fully equipped hospital. There is no 
foundation for the statement in the second 
paragraph. The Board feel that for 
night-work the services of a fully qualified 
nurse are indispensable. 
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LABOURERS’ COTTAGES IN THE 
BOYLE UNION. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lien- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can state 
when the Local Government Board _pro- 
pose to issue to the credit of the Boyle 
Board of Guardians the sum of £252 13s, 
3d., standing to their credit under the 
grant of £40,000 voted by Parliament in 
1890, seeing that the Union are now 
building 37 cottages under the Labourers 

Acts. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Steps are now 
being taken with a view to the distribu- 
tion of the unexpended balance of the 
grant in question, and the Boyle Guar- 
dians will receive the share to which they 
may be entitled under the regulations, 
I do not anticipate any great delay. 


(Questions. 


GRANTS-IN-AID IN IRELAND. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether the Local Government 
Board and other responsible authorities 
will take steps to inform district councils 
and boards of guardians as to the various 
grants which they forward to county 
councils, and are placed to the credit of 
these district councils and unions; and 
whether, in future, notification will be 
sent to the district councils and unions 
when grants are forwarded to county 
councils. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Board will be 
happy to supply this information each 
year to any district council or board of 
guardians who may apply to them for it, 
but as these bodies have direct financial 
relations with the county councils they 
can obtain the information from the 
secretaries of these councils, and many of 
them, no doubt, would prefer to do so. 


COMMISSION ON IRISH LOCAL 
TAXATION. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether the Report ot the Commis- 
sion on Irish Local Taxation has been 
printed ; and whether he can state when 
it will be published. 


Mr. WYNDHAM.: The hon. Member 
presumably refers to the Report of the 
Koyal Commission on Local Taxation 
generally. My right hon. friend the 
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319 Questions. 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment stated last Friday that it was im- 
possible to fix a date for the publication 
of the Report, which is now under con- 
sideration, 


ST. MEL CATHEDRAL 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury whether he 
will furnish a copy of the correspondence 
between the Board of Works and the 
Church representative body on the sub- 
ject of the preservation of the ruins of 
the ancient Cathedral Church of St. Mel, 
at Ardagh, county Longford. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : I 
think the hon. Member is under a mis- 
apprehension. There is no correspond- 
ence on this matter. 


SUNDAY POSTAL DELIVERY AT 
COOLARTY. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL : I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, whether any 
complaints have reached his Department 
as to the failure to supply a Sunday 
delivery of letters from Edgeworthstown 
to Coolarty via Lisryan; and whether 
such service will now be given; and also 
whether a collection box will be erected at 
Springpark for the purpose of facilitating 
the families resident in the vicinity to 
avail themselves of the services of the 
rural carrier. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : No 
complaint appears to have been received 
respecting the failure of the Post Office 
to provide a delivery of letters on Sundays 
at Coolarty, but inquiry shall be made 
whether it is practicable to afford the 
desired delivery, and also a wall letter 
box at Springpark, and the result shall be 
communicated to the hon. Member. 


MOHILL AND FARNAUGHT 


ARRANGEMENTS. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether the attention 
of the Post Office authorities has been 
directed to the inconvenience caused to 
the residents in the district between 
Mohill and Farnaught, in South Leitrim, 
owing to the postman who makes the 
house to house delivery not remaining in 
Farnaught sutticiently long each evening 
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to enable residents to despatch replies on 
the same day to letters which they 
receive ; and will he state what steps will 
be taken to remedy this inconvenience. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
Postmaster General has received no 
representation that inconvenience is 
caused to residents at Mohill and Far- 
naught under the present postal arrange- 
ments ; but inquiry shall be made with 
the view to ascertain if an improvement 
is warranted. 


THE ROYAL DECLARATION AGAINST 
ROMAN CATHOLICISM. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.) had on the Paper the following ques- 
tion: To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment intend to take any steps to eliminate 
from His Majesty’s Coronation Oath that 
portion which describes the religion of 
His Majesty’s Catholic subjects as idola- 
trous and superstitious. In putting the 
question the hon. Member said the Oath 
referred to was not the Coronation Oath, 
but the Oath taken by His Majesty in 
opening Parliament. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir, the 
hon. Gentleman is quite right. It is not 
an oath, but a statement, and the state- 
ment was made on the opening of Parlia- 
ment, and will, of course, not have to be 
repeated at the coronation. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: May I 
ask the right hon. Gentleman whether 
the statement to which he refers was not, 
as a matter of fact, in the nature of an 
oath ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I thought it 
was more properly described as a state- 
ment—a statutory declaration.* 





* By the Statute 1 William & Mary, Session 
2, cap. 2 (“For declaring the Rights and 
Liberties of the Subject and settling the Suc- 
cession of the Crown”) it was in section 10 
enacted that the Monarch should ‘‘ on the first 
day of the meeting of the first Parliament 
next after his or her coming to the Throne. . . 

. make subscribe and audibly repeat the 
Declaration mentioned in the Statute made in 
the thirtieth year of the reign of Charles I., 
intituled ‘An Act for the more effectual 
preserving the King’s person and Government, 
by disabling papists from sitting in either 
House of Parliament.’” The last mentioned 
Act clearly distinguishes “Oath” and 
* Declaration.” By Section 2, Peers and 
Members of the House of Commons are to 
“take the several Oaths of Allegiance and 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: May I! 
ask the right hon. Gentleman whether it 
is not true that in making this statement 
His Majesty kissed the Bible and actually 
took an oath; and, further, | would ask 
him whether any steps are to be taken to 
secure that in future this Oath shall not 
be taken by His Majesty ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Lam no par 
ticular admirer of the form of words used 
in the Declaration. But the hon. Gentle- 
man will see that the practical question is 
passed, and it will not arise again, we 
hope, for many long years to come. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: The 
question is not whether it is a practical 
question. Is it not true that millions of 
His Majesty’s subjects in every part of 
the Empire regard this Oath as wantonly 
insulting ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope that is 


not the case. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Arising 
out of the answer of the right hon. 
Gentleman, I beg respectfully to point 
out that as long as this Oath is in 
existence and His Majesty swears that 
Catholics are idolatrous, I for one will 
oppose His Majesty’s salary. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : Is it pro- 
posed to continue to pay out of public 


Questions. 











Supremacy,” “and make subscribe and audibly 
repeat this Declaration following: ‘I do 
solemnly and sincerely in the presence of God 

profess testify and declare that I do believe 

that in the sacrament of the Lord’s Supper 

there is not any transubstantiation of the ele- 

ments of bread and wine into the body and 

blood of Christ at or after the consecration 

thereof by any person whatsoever; and that | 
the invocation or adoration of the Virgin Mary 

or any other saint and the sacrifice of the mass 

as they are now used in the Church of 

tome are superstitious and idolatrous, and 

Ido solemnly in the presence of God profess 

testify and declare that [ do make this decla- 

ration and every part thereof in the plain | 
and ordinary seuse of the words read 

unto me, as they are commonly understood by 

English Protestants, without any evasion, 

equivocation or mental reservation whatso- 

ever, and without any dispensation already 

granted me for this purpose by the Pope or any 

other authority or person whatsoever, or with- 
out any hope of any such dispensation from 

any person or authority whatsoever, or with- 

out thinking that I am or can be acquitted 

before God or man or absolved of this declara- 

tion or any part thereof although the Pope or 
any other person or persons or power whatso- 

ever should dispense with or annul the same, 

or declare that it was null or void from the | 
beginning.’ ”—-EDb. | 
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funds the ministers of the Catholic Church 
to act as chaplains—— 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 
has nothing to do with the question. 
Mr. FLAVIN: Does the Declaration 
mean that the Catholics of the United 
Kingdom 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Gentleman is absolutely irregular, 
He is asking what a Declaration means, 
That is a question of law or opinion. 


Questions. 


That 


Mr. FLAVIN: I was asking a question 
arising out of the answer of the right hon, 
Gentleman. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I have endeavoured 
to explain to the hon. Gentleman that it 
is out of order. 


Mr. FLAVIN: As a matter of fact, I 
did not ask any question at all. 


CHINA AND THE ALLIED POWERS— 
SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTIONS. 
Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether the Ministers of the Allied 
Powers in Peking are pressing that four 
high officials of the Chinese Government 
should be ordered to commit suicide. 


*Viscount CRANBORNE: No. The 
action of the Powers is contined to urging 
upon the Chinese Government the im- 
position of the death penalty in the case 
of certain officials chiefly responsible for 
the recent outrages. 


Mr. DILLON: Have the Ministers 
intimated to the Chinese Government 
that they will accept suicide as a substi- 
tute for the death penalty ? 


[No answer was given. | 


Mr. DILLON: Will the noble Lord 


not deign to give me an answer } 


*ViscouNT CRANBORNE: As the hon. 
Gentleman is aware, my right hon. friend 
the Leader of the House has already 
stated that there is an understanding that 
the Under Secretary shall not answer sup 
plementary questions. 


Mr. DILLON: I should like to ask 
you, Mr. Speaker, a question of privilege. 
| wish to ask whether it is not a breach 
of the privileges of this House for the 
Leader of the House to forbid a Minister 
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to reply to the question of an hon. Mem- 
ber ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It is a matter for the 

Minister who is asked the question to 
answer it or decline to answer it on 
public grounds, as he thinks fit. What 
those public grounds are, whether they 
are sufficient or not, must be a question 
for him and the other members of the 
Ministry. 


Mr. DILLON: That, Sir, is not the 
question I desire to put to you, but 
whether it is not a matter for the discre- 
tion of the Minister himself—whether it 
is in accordance with the practices and 
privileges of this House for any one 
Minister to forbid another Minister to 
answer the question of an hon. Member 
of the House instead of leaving it to the 
discretion of the Minister himself. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is not a matter 

for me to decide. I cannot say that it is 
a breach of the privileges of the House. 
If the House chooses to pass a resolution 
condemning such a practice, that is a 
matter for the House. If the head of a 
Department or the Leader of the House 
says that it is not in the public interest 
that such a course should be taken it is 
not a matter that the Speaker can deal 
with. It is a matter for the House. 


Mr. DILLON: May I ask whether I 
shall be at liberty to raise a question of 
privilege now or immediately after ques- 
tions ? 

*Mr. SPEAKER: It is not a question of 
privilege. 

Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-on-Trent) : May 
I ask whether it has not been the custom 
in this House for a Minister to answer a 


question fully when it has been properly | 


brought before him ? 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Certainly not, if 
the Minister says he declines on grounds 
which are always assumed to be, unless 
the contrary is stated, the grounds of 
public convenience. 


Sir KE. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef- 
field, Ecclesall): May I ask whether we 
are to understand from your ruling just 
given that in each case of a question put 
toa Minister, the Minister, if he declines 
to answer, is bound to state that he 
declines to answer that specific question 
on grounds of public policy ? 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: I certainly should 
not feel myself bound to call on him to 
state that in answer to each particular 
question, if a general statement had been 
already made. 


Mr. DILLON: Arising out of your 
last answer, Mr. Speaker, what I com- 
plained of was that the Minister on this 
occasion did not refuse to answer me on 
any public grounds. He refused to 
answer me on the specific ground that the 
First Lord of the Treasuary had laid it 
down as a principle that the Under 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs was not to 
reply to supplementary questions. I 
desire, with your permission, to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether that 
dictum would apply to the Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs, if we were 
blessed with such an institution as that 
in this House ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! This 
matter cannot be carried on by debate in 
form of question and answer across 
the floor of the House. If the hon. 
Member has reason to complain of the 
action of the Government he must take 
the usual course. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : May Lask 
if this trouble has not arisen because the 
Government is too largely dominated by 
one family ? 


Str WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): I would ask you 
whether until very recently—until, I 
think, in the case of the right hon. 
Gentleman who is now Secretary for 


War — when an intimation was made 
that a change should be made in 


the practice of this House, it has not 
always been understood that when a 


great Department of the State like 
the Department for Foreign Affairs 
is not represented in this House by 


the principal and head of that Depart 
ment, but by a subordinate member of 
that Department, that subordinate mem- 
ber, who is the only representative in this 
House of that Department, is bound to 
act in the same mannner and answer 
questions in the same manner as if he 
were the principal and, head of that 
Department, and that that is the only 
security for this House having that in- 
formation to which it would be entitled 
if the head of that Department were here. 


P2 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: I must respectfully 
decline to be drawn into an argument upon 
a matter between the House and the 
Government. I think I should be doing 
wrong if I were to express opinions about 
the conduct of the Government except in 
matters which strictly arise out of ques- 
tions of order and privilege. 
QUESTIONS TO MINISTERS—(SUPPLE- 
MENTARY QUESTIONS.) 
Morion FOR ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. Ditton, Member for East Mayo, 
rose in his place and asked leave to move 
the adjournment of the House for the 
purpose of discussing a definite matter of 
urgent public importance —namely, “the 
refusal of the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs to answer a question 
put by an honourable Member of this 
House, and his statement that he based 
that refusal on the general prohibition 
of the Leader of the House”; but the 
pleasure of the House not having been 
signified, Mr. SPEAKER called on those 
Members who supported the motion 
to rise in their places, and not less 
than forty Members having accordingly 
risen— 


Mr. DILLON: it will take very few 
words for me to explain the grounds on 
which I venture to submit this motion 
to the House. For the last two or three 
years there has been evidence of a grow- 
ing desire on the part of Ministers to 
treat this House with scant courtesy, 
especially in regard to information on 
foreign affairs. The first ground on 
which I submit this motion is one which, 
I think, will commend itself to all Mem- 
bers, irrespective of party affiliations— 
namely, that the Members of the House of 
Commons, who have to vote the supplies 
without which the toreign affairs of the 
country could not be carried on for an 
hour, are entitled at least to the same 
and the same 
\Miembers of 
without fear 


amount of information 
courtesy as are acc rded te 
the House of Lora: ern 
of contradiction that tor three years, 
by a departure from the unbroken 
tradition and constitutional practice of 
this country, Members of this House who 
desired information as to the foreign 
policy of the Government have been 
obliged to wait until the next day, when 
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| they were able to read the statement of 
that policy given in the House of Lords, 
And yet we are the House, after all, on 
whom the existence of the Government 
and the conduct of their foreign policy 
depend. A new departure was taken 
at the beginning ofsthe year before last 
—a departure without precedent in the 
history of any legislative assembly in 
the world—when one night, to the aston- 
‘ishment of everyone, and | venture to 
| affirm, though I have not inquired in 
regard to it, without intimation to the 
Leader of the Opposition, the Leader of 
the House—who, if he acted in accord- 
ance with the best traditions of the 
House, ought to be guardian of the 
liberties and privileges of every Member— 
announced, in his insinuating and agree- 
able voice, as if he was saying something 
that would be welcomed by everybody, 
that, in consequence of embarrassing 
questions, he had given directions that 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs should not be at liberty for the 
future to answer any supplementary 
questions.* I supposed the meaning of 
that was that such supplementary 
questions should be referred to his supe- 
rior in the House of Lords. ‘There is a 
great constitutional question involved 
in this matter. If the House of Commons 
| assents to this new gag it will inevitably 
‘take a back seat in influencing the 
‘foreign policy of the country. No 
' Ministry which requires to be relieved 
‘from the unpleasant criticism of the 
| House of Commons will ever put a 
Foreign Minister in this House when 
}it can muzzle hon. Members here by 
putting him in the House of Lords. 
It is the right of the House of Commons 
|to obtain from the representative of 
| the Foreign Office in this House the 
same amount of information as if he 
were at the head of that Office. What 
is the position taken up by the Leader 
of the House and the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs? It has 
been the recognised custom from time 
immemorial that a Minister is always 
at liberty to exercise his discretion with 
regard to supp'ementary questions, and, 
while maintaining a civil and decent 
demeanour, even with regard to ques 


* Refer to 7) Pariwimentary Debates 
| [Fourth Series], Vol. Ixvi., page 114. 
‘ 
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tions on the Paper. But he must 
exercise that discretion on the merits of 
the individual question. Any Minister 
is at libertv to say “The state of public 
affairs is such that I do not consider 
it advisable to answer the question at 
the present moment,” and there is hardly 
anight during the session that that posi- 
tion is not taken up with regard to 
some Parliamentary matter. When, 
however, the First Lord of the Treasury, 
with reference to the merits of the ques- 
tion, assumes a right—to which he has 
no more claim than a private Member 
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|any questions whatever. All he would 
' have to say would be that the interests 
of public order and good government 
in Ireland would be best served by stop- 
ping the heckling and annoyance to 
which the Irish Secretary was subjected. 
In this claim is involved the right to 
take away one of the valuable 
privileges which distinguish the House 
of Commons from any other assembly. 
| Questions are one of the main means 
by which we can call the Executive 
Government of the country to account. 
(If the First Lord of the Treasury is 


most 





of the House—to tell one of his Ministers, | entitled by his simple ¢pse dizit to muzzle 
who is not his subordinate, but who is| the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
responsible directly to the House and | Affairs, he is entitled on the same ground 
not through the right hon. Gentleman, | to muzzle every Minister on the Treasury 
that he shall not answer any supple- | Bench and to sweep away the privilege 
mentary questions, I say we are face to| of asking questions altogether. Great 
face with a most revolutionary depar-| constitutional questions are involved, 
ture from all previous precedents, and | and the House of Commons will be very 
one which may cause the utter destruction | badly advised if they consent without a 
of the privilege of questioning in this| strong protest to this great invasion 
House. Another ground upon which [| of their rights. I have ventured to 
attach the utmost importance to this new | move this motion because I think a 
practice is that you must. scrutinise | precedent like this ought not to be 
every departure ftom old practice not | allowed to pass sub silentio, and that 
on the merits of the departure itself, | such a serious step in the degradation 
but on the question of how far the! of the House of Commons ought at the 
principle may be drawn. What may | earliest opportunity to be brought to 
be the result if we yield to this new | notice. I beg to move. 

claim ? This year the Under Secretary 

of State for Foreign Affairs is forbidden! *\fp. BLAKE (Longford, S.): I rise to 
to answer supplementary questions. | second the motion. The general custom 
Next year he may be forbidden to answer | of questions is one of the highest impor- 
any questions whatever. What is the tance and value, and one of the principal 
difference in essence? If the Leader | privileges in the custom is that of put 
ofthe House has this right with regard | ting supplementary questions. A single 
to supplementary questions, how can | question put on the Paper may receive 
we deny his right to say to the Under Sec- | an inadequate, ambiguous, or evasive 
retary of State, “I think it desirable | answer, or one provocative of further 
that you shall not answer any questions | inquiry, and if you have not the power 
at all. Members of the House of Com-! of questioning a Minister with reference 
mons can wait until next day and read|to that which he has answered there 
Lord Salisbury’s speech and get the | is at once created for him the 
information there.” And if the rule! opportunity and the temptation to be 
apply to the Under Secretary of State! more evasive or reticent, and to evade 
for Foreign Affairs, why not to the! and avoid the subject of inquiry even 
Irish Secretary 2? What is the difference ?! more than is at present the case. Sup- 
Some people think we Irish belong to! pose this rule applied to all subjects, and 
the domain of foreign affairs. We are|that to every supplementary question 
accustomed to be called “rebels” and! we were told, “ No, no further questions 
“traitors.” I see no logical argument by | to-day ; put it on the Paper.” You put 
which we could resist the claim of the} it on the Paper; again there is evasion or 
leader of the House, if this departure | the suggestion of something lacking, and 
were acquiesced in without protest, | again you are told to put any additional 
to forbid the Trish Secretary to answer | questions on the Paper. The power of 
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questions would be no longer anything 
substantial, but a mockery. Yet that 
which would be intolerable as a general 
proposition is said to be not merely tole- 
rable but proper with reference to a 
most important branch of the question- 


ing power—that relating to foreign 
affairs. I readily admit that with refer- 


ence to foreign affairs there will arise 
more frequently than with regard to 
almost any other domain of questions 
the necessity for the power of saying 
“ public interest demands that I should 
abstain from replying.” Nobody pro- 
poses to interfere with that discretion ; 
but why in the world should not the 
Minister in this domain, just as much as 
in any other, with reference to supple- 
mentary questions be allowed to answer 
if he thinks fit? If the subject be 
delicate and important, and he is not 
seised in advance of the material for a 
proper reply, why should he not say, as 
many a Minister has to say, “ 1 am not in 
a position to answer now, therefore put 
it down”? But to lay down a general 
rule that, whatever answer the Minister 
may give, no matter how evasive, un- 
satisfactory, or provocative of further 
inquiry, this House should be muzzled, 
and should not be entitled to say one 
word upon it, is to render a sham and a 
delusion the power of questioning with 
reference to the very subject in which 
the highest interests are involved, and 
in regard to which it is of the greatest 


consequence that the House of Commons | 
| 


should retain or resume its just power. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
— That this House do now adjourn.”- 
(Mr. Dillon.) 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There was a 
good deal that surprised me in the course 
of the speeches to which we have just 
listened, as well as in the course of that 
somewhat irregular fire of questions 
which preceded them. In the first place, 
let me point out that the hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for East Mayo is now 
raising as a question of urgent public 
importance a matter which has been the 


practice for now more than two years. | 


This is a new Parliament, and I presume 
there are a good many Gentlemen pre- 
cent who have not been long in the House, 
and | am 

Mr, Blake 


sure that 
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occurred to-day, they would suppose 
that I had given an absolute direction to 
the Under Secretary for Foreign Affa‘rs ; 
but that is a most inaccurate view of the 
history of this question. I  believethis 
rule was laid down for the first time 
some two years or two years and a half 
ago, not on the irresponsible will of any 
one Minister, but after careful con- 
sideration and discussion by the Govern- 
ment as a whole. Therefore, so far from 
this being a new practice the House has 
been accustomed to it for at least two 
years or two years and a half. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): But 
we never accepted it, and we always 
resented it, 


Mr. A, J. BALFOUR: I am_ not 
looking into the heart of my hon. friend. 
He may always have resented it, but I 
d> not recollect any speech of his on the 
subject. But it has been the practice 
for two years, and therefore for a Member 
| of the House to say that it is an innova- 
tion—a recent innovation—is, | think, 
altogether to violate the true accuracy 

of historical statement. But that is an 
/unimportant point. The really impor- 
tant point is not whether the precedent 
|is new or immemorial in its character, 
but whether in itself it tends to the 
dignity of the House and the safety of 
the country ; and after careful reflection 
we have come to the conclusion that the 
practice of cross-examining the Under Sec- 
|retary for Foreign Affairs and expecting 
him to answer questions on the spur of the 
moment in this House is an inexpedient 
practice, because we see that it is impos 
sible, if such a practice is to prevail, to 
carry on the difficult and delicate nego- 
tiations in which an Empire of this 
magnitude is constantly involved. The 
hon. Gentleman has made two state- 
ments which I venture to say are wholly 
unsupported by the facts. He talks as 
if this practice of cross-examining Minis 
ters was the old practice of the House. 
It is nothing of the kind. It is a new 
practice. In the course of my own Par 
liamentary recollections—— [An Hv. 
MemBerR: The Fourth Party _ initiated 
it.] Even in the course of my Parlia- 
mentary recollections it has steadily 
grown. I do not know whether it is of 
is not an advantage to the House. That 
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is not the point I am discussing. What | 
Iam venturing to point out to the House 

is that the practice is a comparatively 

new one in Parliamentary history. 
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Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton): 
I think the right hon. Gentleman is 
mistaken. Does he not himself recol- 
lect that any Member on asking a ques- 
tion and not getting a satisfactory answer 
could make a speech, and if complaint 
was made he always said, “I will con- 
clude with a motion” ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: How does 
that traverse the statement I made that 
this practice of putting a series of supple- 
mentary questions to three-fourths of 
the questions put upon the Paper is a 
new practice? I had no notice that this 
question was to be raised, and therefore 
I have not been able to make an elaborate 
investigation ; but I asked an_ hon. 
friend to bring me ina Hansard for 1865, 
a year chosen at random, and from that 
year | take a week, also chosen at random. 
This is the result. On Monday, June 
26th, 1865, there were two questions put 
and no supplementaries. On Tuesday, 
the 27th, no questions were put, and 
of course, there were no supplementaries 
On Wednesday, the 28th, again there 
were no questions put. On Thursday, 
the 29th, three questions were put, and 
no supplementaries ; and on Friday, the 
30th, five questions were put, and no 
supplementaries. 


Mer. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) : 
Was Supply closured in those days ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Hon. Members must 
not interrupt in this irregular way. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not know 
whether the hon. Gentleman thinks it 
was also the practice in those days for 
Members to interrupt a speaker with a 
series of argumentative questions of this 
kind. I do know, however, that the 
practice of which I speak is a compara- 
tively new practice, and nobody who 
knows the constitution of the House 
will deny it. I am sure the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite will agree to the 
historical accuracy of the statement I 
have made that the practice is a new 
oe 
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Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: That 
is perfectly true ; but it is the result of 
hon. Members having been shut out of 
other opportunities of asking questions 
and bringing forward motions. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The right 
hon. Gentleman’s point is this—that 
formerly on Tuesdays and Fridays liberty 
was given to private Members to bring 
forward special questions; but those 
questions were brought forward with 
ample notice to the Minister who had 
to deal with them. He had ample notice. 
He could consult his colleagues and his 
chief. There was ample time for con- 
sideration, and no danger could occur. 
It may be that the modern‘habit is due 
to this curtailment, this inevitable and, 
as I think, unfortunate curtailment of 
Members’ opportunities ; but will the 
House please mark the point I am now 
going to make? I do not complain of 
this practice, if kept within reasonable 
limits, with regard to any member of 
the Government, except the member 
responsible for foreign affairs. The hon. 
Member for East Mayo, who moved the 
adjournment, drew an appalling picture 
of a future in which the Irish Chief Secre- 
tary would be relieved from the whole- 
some process of cross-examination. When 
I was Chief Secretary I had a good many 
questions put to me, and I should have 
been very sorry that the power of putting 
and answering any questions should not 
have existed. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Then why 
deny the same privilege to the Under 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Surely my 
own friends might allow me to finish 
my statement without interruption. I 
should have been the last person when 
I was at the Irish Office to complain of 
the practice—and I am sure my hon. 
friend who is now Chief Secretary feels 
in the same way—because it does give 
an opportunity for stating a grievance, 
for replying to a grievance, and for show- 
ing that a grievance has not real founda- 
tion at all. Indeed, I do not believe 
you could earry on the work of govern- 
ment smoothly without the power of 
asking and answering questions. If a 
certain modification be adopted in this 
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process of cross-examination without 
notice, I think that, on the whole, it is 
a practice which has a great deal to be 
said for it in regard to the general domes- 
tic business of the country, But you 
come to an entirely different position of 
affairs when you are dealing with the 
Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs. 
Recollect how you are playing with fire 
in this matter. I remember being told, 
I believe on very good authority, that 
one of the ablest and most dexterous 
predecessors of my noble friend as Under 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs had on 
three ocasions in one fortnight to request 
the gentlemen in the Press Gallery to 
modify the wording of some answers 
he had given to supplementary questions 
lest they should produce some unfortun- 
nate impression in the Chancelleries of 
other Powers. Every despatch which 
is sent to a foreign Government, and 
every telegram which contains instruc- 
tions to foreign Ministers, is carefully 
drafted ; every word of it is weighed, 
considered, and reconsidered, and it is 
perhaps submitted to the Cabinet before 
it is sent. And yet you ask the Under 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs, or the 
Secretary if he be in this House, to say 
on the spur of the moment, without 
notice, without previous consideration, 
that which in its effects may be as dan- 
gerous as any formal communication 
by telegram or despatch. Is not that 
an impossible responsibility to throw 
upon the Under Secretary? The hon. 
Gentleman who seconded the motion is 
of opinion that it is sufficient protection 
for the Under Secretary to be able to 
say that he must ask for notice of the 
question, as he cannot answer it at the 
moment. Does not everybody know 
that the cases are common in which 
silence alone amounts to an answer, and 
that a refusal to reply gives rise to rumours 
and conjectures of the most dangerous 
and damaging description? How is it 
possible to obviate that great danger 
except by some general rule? If the 
Under Secretary can say as a general 
rule that notice must be given of supple- 
mentary questions, then no evil inter- 
pretation, no erroneous or dangerous 
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construction, can be given to his silence. | in operation for two years. we are follow- 
| > 
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| foreign countries, to put their own inter- 
| pretation on that silence. And do you 
not think that consequences, not damag- 
ing to the Government, not damaging 
to the Under Secretary himself, but 
damaging to the nation as a whole, and, 
it may be, even to the peace of Europe, 
may result from the reckless use of this 
power of Ministerial cross-examination ? 
The hon. Gentleman who moved this 
motion said that the House was by this 
rule deprived of privileges enjoyed by 
every other representative Assembly in 
the world. I venture to say there is 
not another representative Assembly 
in the world which allows such licence 
and latitude in questions on foreign 
affairs as are allowed in this House of 
‘Commons. Other Assemblies know well 
how difficult and delicate is the path of 
the Minister for Foreign Affairs, what 
pitfalls there are to the right and left 
of him ; they know the jealousies that 
;must be guarded against, the suscepti- 
bilities that must always be considered ; 
and therefore they are far too wise not 
to fence round with every kind of pre- 
caution intervention in debate on foreign 
affairs on the part of individual members 
of those Assemblies, who, in pursuit of 
their own particular panaceas, may lead 
on a Minister to make a statement the 
effects of which would be not only far- 
reaching in point of extent, stretching, 
it might be, to the uttermost ends of 
the earth, and producing consequences 
that might take years or generations 
‘to remedy—— 


! Mr. DILLON : The right hon. Gentle- 
/man has misunderstood what | said. | 
did not say that the right hon. Gentleman 
sought to deprive this House of privi- 
leges which were exercised by other 
Assemblies. On the contrary, I said we 
were being deprived of privileges which 
distinguished this House from every 
‘other House. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I had mis- 
understood the right hon. Gentleman, 
and I am sorry for it. At all events, his 
interruption is sufficient evidence that in 
earrying out this rule, which has been 


But if you take that rule away you leave | ing at a distance a practice which every 
the House, the diplomatic gallery, the | other House has found necessary in the 


newspapers here. 
Mr. A. J. Balfow. 


the newspapers of |national and_ patriotic interest. | 





(S 
Th 
in; 
ey 
un 
it 


th 

qu 
to 
he 
ru 
th: 
Mi 
ob 
to 

Th 


334 


inter- 
0 you 
umag- 
aging 

but 
, and, 
1rope, 
f this 
tion 2 
| this 
v this 
od by 
ly in 
Te Is 
m bly 
cence 
reign 
ise of 
y well 
th of 
what 
1 left 
that 
cepti- 
ered : 
e not 
| pre- 
reign 
n bers 
lit of 
- lead 
t the 
4 far- 
hing, 
ds of 
ences 
tions 


ontle- 
d. | 
Pman 
privi- 
other 
d we 
yhich 
very 


mis- 
man, 
s. his 
at in 
been 
llow-' 
very 
1 the 

| 





335 Questions to Ministers {18 FEBRUARY 1901} (Supplementary Questions). 336 


would not lift a finger to relieve either great protection we have against the 
myself or any of my colleagues of a| wanton use of supplementary questions, 
responsibility which affected merely the| which is the presence in the chair 
Government, or merely the party, or)of the Speaker, whose duty it is,— 
merely the domestic controversies in!and I am bound to say, Sir, that 
which we are from time to time engaged. | you even in a more signal degree 
We are here to deal with these contro- than your predecessor have discharged 
versies and to make the best case we can this duty—to prevent the practice 
for ourselves and our party. But when of asking supplementary questions 
we leave these domestic squabbles, when from developing into anything like 
we come into the debatable area of abuse. I venture to say, Sir, that since 
foreign policy, then I do most earnestly we have had the advantage of your pre- 
beg the House not to press the Govern- siding over our deliberations a great 
ment to answer hastily and at random improvement has taken place in this 
questions put by Gentlemen who, from respect. Then I would point out that 
the nature of the case may not know what supplementary questions which are ad- 
they are doing, or what spark they are addressed to any Minister can always be 
applying to what magazine, or may not dealt with by that Minister, if he is not 
be aware what international explosion | in a position to answer them, by the 
they may be provoking. I am well con-! simple process of asking for notice. It 
vinced that if the House will endorse, | so happens that we are speaking with 
as | hope they will, the action we have! considerable authority on the point, 
taken in this matter, they will endorse because I have sitting near me no fewer 
it not with the view of saving the than three Gentlemen—my noble friend 
Ministry, or the party, or any indi- the Member for the Cricklade Division 
viduals on this bench, but in the full con- of Wiltshire, my right hon. friend the 
sclousness that the man who speaks at Member for South Aberdeen, and the 
this Table for the Foreign Office is a man hon. Baronet the Member for Berwick— 
who has upon his shoulders already {who have all filled the office of Under 
sufficient responsibility to make it most Secretary for Foreign Affairs. Some of 
unwise to throw upon him the addi- them—I would specify in particular my 
tional burden of expressing on the spur noble friend the Member for Cricklade— 
of the moment with absolute accuracy filled that position at a time when I do 
the facts of some difficult point of foreign not think there was any lack of desire on 
policy. That can only be done by laying the part of hon. Gentlemen opposite to 
down that general rule which we have extract information. Indeed, | do not 
adopted, and I earnestly trust that the think I am doing any wrong to those 
House will support us in maintain- who took part in the proceedings in 
ing it. , - saying that it would not have aggravated 
them very seriously if their questions had 

Sir Hl. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN had the effect of embarrassing the 
(Stirling Burghs): The right hon. Gentle- Government. I refer to the Parliament 
man has addressed to the House an of 1880. I think, if the right hon. 
ingenious, an earnest, and in some parts Gentleman exercises his mind, that even 
even an impassioned argument, which is,| he at the back of his memory may find 
unfortunately, vitiated by the fact that) some trace of the proceedings to which I 
it is irrelevant to the question at issue. refer. The right hon. Gentleman said 
The right hon. Gentleman has said that that this is now an established custom of 
the habit, not of asking supplementary the House ; that the House has agreed 
questions, but the habit of asking ques- to this means of curbing the desire of 
tions at all has greatly increased. But Members for information, and of shelter- 
he had to admit, in answer to the inter- ing the Under Secretary for Foreign 
ruption of my right hon. friend near me, Affairs. I can only say that at the very 
that that is largely due to the shutting to | opening of this Parliament, on 6th Decem- 
Members of the House of other means of ber, I openly protested against the con- 
obtaining information. Then we come(tinuance of this practice, and said that 
to the point of supplementary questions. it reduced the privilege of asking ques- 
The right hon. Gentleman ignored one tions to a farce. If the House will allow 
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me, I will quote a sentence or two which 
I used on that occasion. I said— 


“Let me give expression of a hope that 
there will not be continued the curious rule, 
originated by the right hon. Gentleman oppo- 
site, and novel to the House, of restricting 
the number of questions that can be put to 
the representative of that Department. I 


exist, and if it has been assented to in the 


House of Commons it is simply because the | 
House has been too astonished at it to bring | 


the Government to book. The right hon. 
Gentleman and | the other day expressed our 
perfect confidence that Mr. Speaker would be 
able to conduct all our proceedings with per- 
fect order, and in nothing has Mr. Speaker 
been more energetic and successful than in 
the preventing of unnecessary questions. Let 
us trust to him to prevent anything exceeding 
the points of ordinary propriety, but do not 
let us have this spectacle again, which reduces 
questions really to a farce, of allowing the 
representative of a Government Department 
to sit dumb in the presence of a number of 
questioners.”’* 

What is it we complain of ? We make 
no complaint on the ground that supple- 
mentary questions ought to be allowed 
without limit. We admit that Mr. 


‘Speaker is acting in the interests of the 
House if he stops the incessant use of 
questions. I am _ not 


supplementary 
sure that this, being so serious a matter, 
ought not to be left, if not entirely, almost 


entirely, in the hands of the Leader of 
the chief member of the 


the House, 
Government. Let him, or in other 
cases the Minister principally concerned, 
say to the House, “It is to the public 
interest that this particular question 
should not be answered.” Has there 


ever been a case where the House of 


Commons has refused such an appeal ? 
Then we come to the point of the Minister 


able to plead that he is not in 


being 
that he would like—the 


structed, or 


matter being delicate—time to consider 


the actual terms of the answer he would 
give. Has that ever been refused by the 
House of Commons, or grumbled against 
by the House of Commons’? No, Sir. 
We are not in the habit of so treating 
Ministers and public affairs. But that 
is not the case we have to deal with. The 
case we have to deal with is a general 
edict which has been passed by the 
Leader of the House that on no occasion 
and under no circumstances is this par- 

See 7lu Parliamentary Dehates {Fourth 
Series}, Vol. Ixxxviii., page 120; Mr. Balfour’s 
reply, page 122. 

Sir H. Campbell Bannerman, 
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ticular Under Secretary to answer any 
supplementary question. And the conse- 
quence is this. An hon. Member ad- 
dresses a question to a Minister and 
receives a cut-and-dried answer, or an 
answer that may be no answer at all— 
which sometimes happens—or he receives 





cannot understand why any such rule should an ambiguous answer, which is very 


| often the case. And yet when the hon. 
Member gets up and asks the Minister, 
“Did you mean Yes or did you mean 
No when you gave me that reply?” the 
Under Secretary is to sit and smile and 
shake his head, but dare not get up. 
Why, Sir, the thing is ludicrous. Let 


the right hon. Gentleman take off 
this absurd embargo, and I _ will 


answer for it—not on my own authority 
but from my knowledge of the House of 
Commons—that there will be no incon- 
venience to him, nor to the Government, 
nor to the Under Secretary, nor to the 
public interest. The House of Com- 
mons knows perfectly well the delicate 
nature of negotiations, and it will make 
allowances to this extent, that it will 
concede the time to give a deliberate 
and well-considered answer. The right 
hon. Gentleman says it is too much to 
expect that an Under Secretary on the 
spur of the moment should be prepared 
to answer the most delicate questions. 
But Under Secretaries, even the Under 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs, have to 
make speeches without special prepara- 
tion or notice. He has to take part 
to-night in the debate on China ; he will 
be asked a good many questions, I dare- 
say, and he will have to answer them. 
He has no notice given to him what the 
nature of those questions will be. There 
must be some answer to them. Yet 
this is the poor helpless official who 
has to be hedged round with this arti- 
ficial protection, which is, I say, against 
all precedent in the House of Commons 
and against the general interests of 
public life in this country. And there 
is another point. If we are not to 
get information as fully as we should 
like from the Under Secretary it must 
be got, I suppose, from the Secretary 
|of State for Foreign Affairs. But we 
are not allowed in this House to refer 
to what passes in the other House ol 
Parliament, and therefore this channel 
is provided for us, and an_ excellent 
channel no doubt it might be, an ample 
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one for us and also one which can be 
used without any prejudice to the 
Government or the country. r 


*Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: I 
am sorry not to be able to agree with 
the Leader of the House and the Leader 
of my Party. I think this is a very 
important constitutional question, and 
that the House will, perhaps—at least 
hon. Members on this side will—be liable 
to be misled by what I admit to be the 
very weighty and effective appeal made 
by the First Lord of the Treasury. The 
value of questions, especially under the 
present rules of the House, is very great. 
The rights of independent Members 


have been steadily encroached upon for | 


a long period of time, and, although | 
speak as a private and independent 
Member, yet I have had some experience 
of the House of Commons. Having 
had the honour of a seat in it for twenty- 


one years, | venture to say that most of | 


the valuable measures that have passed 
the House have been, in the first case, 
introduced by private Members. In 
the old times, as the right hon. the 
Member for West Monmouth has pointed 
out, it was always open to members to 
rise, ask a question, make a speech, and 
conclude with a motion. These rights 
have been taken away from us, and, in- 
stead, we retain only the power of asking 
questions. Now, what is the advantage 
of that? Not only do we obtain on 
occasions most important information, 
but the time of the House is greatly 
saved ; for if it were not for this power 
Members would be driven to move the 
adjournment every night of the week in 
order to obtain the necessary information. 
What is the argument of the Govern- 
ment in opposing the views of hon. Mem- 
bers opposite? The argument is that 
this is a public danger. But why has 
it not been a public danger for the past 
twenty-five years ? Is it to be pretended 
by the Leader of the House that my 
noble friend the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs, or the late 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, now Minister for War, are, or 
were, less able to answer questions with 
wisdom and safety than the right hon. 
Baronet the Member for Forest of Dean 
or the noble Lord the Member for 
the Cricklade Division? I well remem- 
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| ber when these right hon. Gentlemen held 
the office of Under Secretary for Foreign 


Affairs they were bombarded with 
questions night after night. [|Hon. 


Members: Hear, hear!] Yes, Sir, and 
rightly and wisely bombarded with 
questions, because I maintain that the 
interests of the country were upheld by 
these questions and many foreign dangers 
were averted by the use of questions. 
But is it to be contended that these 
right hon. Gentlemen were more able 
to deal with such questions than the 
noble Lord now on the Treasury Bench ? 
It is, of course, a reductio ad absurdum 
when that point is put fairly. If this 
order is enforced, then there can only be 
one answer to it; we must have the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs in 
this House. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the Opposition was per- 
fectly justified in stating that the power 
‘of questioning the Minister for Foreign 
Affairs was never used by private Mem- 
bers in the face of an appeal from 
the Minister not to pursue a particular 
question because it was against public 
interest or that notice should be given 
of the question. I hope, therefore, the 
First Lord of the Treasury will withdraw 
this order, which is more like the ukase 
or irade of despotic governments than 
the practice of a free Parliament. He 
may safely leave it to the good sense of 
the Members and the intelligence of the 
Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs to 
deal with questions as they arise. 


Sir CHARLES DILKE did not know 
what the Leader of the House meant when 
he spoke of the practice of asking supple 
mentary questions as a recent growth. 
If he referred to the practice since 1865 
he might as well quote the Parliamentary 
Register of the last century. There 
had been an entirely changed state of 
things since 1865. Hardly any ques- 
tions at all were asked previous to that 
time, and it was in 1882 that the practice 
of asking supplementary questions in 
foreign affairs first began. Members 
whose experience went back to that 
period, when the hon. Member who had 
just sat down, Lord R. Churchill. Sir 
H. Drummond-Wolff, and the present 
Leader of the House (though in a qwuch 
less degree) took an active part in the 
proceedings and in putting questions, 
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would remember that the practice of in a difficulty come to me”; and no 
asking supplementary questions in} doubt the present Under Secretary could 
foreign affairs was never so rife as it was be trusted in the same way as Mr. Disraeli 
in 1882, when he held the office of Under trusted his Under Secretaries, It seemed 
Secretary, down till 1885. In this to him that the Government had shut 
matter everything depended on the tact the door after the horse had gone. It 
which was exercised. No doubt a might be true that the Viceroy of India 
Minister in answering a question might did from time to time give answers 
do a great deal of harm, but no one) which occasionally startled his colleagues, 
would suggest that the hon. Basonet the | but the practice followed by that Minister 
Member tor Berwick or the present | seemed to have led to an embargo being 
Viceroy of India were persons who from placed on his successors. He hoped, 
want of time had answered questions’ however, that the ukase of his right hon, 
which were believed to be unwise. The friend would not be pressed further, 
patriotism of the House was never more as he had no doubt that his noble friend 
conspicuously shown than in the manner could be fully trusted to observe all 
in which it helped Ministers responsible necessary discretion. In fact, the only 
for foreign affairs, and in refraining from | complaint he had to make with regard to 
putting questions which were believed the present representation of the Foreign 
to be dangerous. Many hon. Members| Office in that House was that the 
would remember how during the dis-| present Under Secretary, being one of 
cussions on the Venezuelan question the the best of their independent Members, 
House of Commons abstained from) had been stolen from them. He thought 
putting dangerous questions, and he)|that Ministerial responsibility would 
was convinced that this was a course of | receive a shock if the Under Secretary 
action which it would always follow. could not be trusted according to his 
The House would also assent to the sug-| own discretion, which he must always 
gestion that in the case of a difficult ques-| be allowed to exercise, to decide what 
tion opportunity should be given to were the questions he was justified in 
consult the Secretary of State upon the! answering at once, and what were the 
wording of a certain answer. But at questions of which notice must be given. 
present the Under Secretary was placed 
in a humiliating and almost ridiculous) Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
position. He was placed in a position [ am extremely glad that the hon. 
which weakened his office in the House Member for East Mayo has brought this 
of Commons, and he was deprived of question before the House, and | think 
that authority which he would naturally the House of Commons is under an 
wish to exert with the House and his obligation to him for so doing. It would 
colleagues. be impossible for us to exaggerate the 
importance which attaches to thismatter. 
*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, The effect of this new rule that has been 
Thanet) said that what appeared to him made is another step in the campaign 
an unconstitutional doctrine had been which has been going on for a consider- 
propounded under which a distinction able time to deprive private Members of 
was sought to be drawn between the head all opportunity of discussion and_ of 
of a Department and the Minister repre- obtaining information. Indeed, the ob- 
senting it in the House of Commons, _ ject of the movement seems to be to gag 
and it had been contended that it was the House and to degrade it. It is true 
desirable that an Under Secretary that the practice with reference to ques- 
should have an opportunity of com- tions has changed, but that change is 
municating with his chief before giving the result of the deprivation of all oppor- 
an answer to a particular question. tunity on the part of private Members 
This contention, in his judgment, struck to discuss subjects on other occasions and 
at the root of Ministerial responsi- to obtain information in other ways. 
bility. He well remembered being told The inevitable result of decreasing the 
hy Mr. Disraeli when he was Under opportunities of discussion by private 
Secretary, “ You are responsible in this Members has been to force them to 
House for your Department ; if you are increase the number of questions. I 
Sir Charles Dilke. 
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think the right hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the House has entirely misre- 
presented, if | may say so without offence, 
the real point taken by the hon. Member 
for East Mayo. No one denies that it must 
remain always in the discretion of the 
Minister for Foreign Affairs to decline 
in the public interest to answer certain 
questions. No one denies that there may 
be many questions addressed to the Under 
Secretary which he cannot answer with- 
out consulting his chief. No one denies 
that these occasions may constantly 
occur, and certainly | have never heard 
any complaint made by any Member of 
the House when such an answer was 
given. The Leader of the House, for- 
sooth, says that if the Under Secretary 
for Foreign Affairs replies either that the 
question ought not to be answered in 
the public interest, or that he must refer 
it for information to his chief, he may 
thereby create a wrong impression in 
foreign countries. If the supplementary 
question is one which he cannot answer 
in the public interest, that will be proved 
when it is put down on the Paper as a 
question. If it is a question which he 
cannot answer because he must refer it 
to his chief for information, he will be 
forced to answer it when he has got 
the information, and the complaint we 
make is that the Under Foreign Secre- 
tary in this House should be a mere 
dummy, that he should come here with 
his mouth closed and not be allowed to 
answer any question. As the Leader of 
the Opposition pointed out, questions 
of the most innocent and necessary 
character may have to be asked as the 
result of a misunderstanding of an answer 
which has been given. But it is pro- 
posed that there is to be a hard and fast 
rule that under no conceivable circum- 
stances is the Under Secretary of State 
to be allowed to answer any supplemen- 
tary question at all. That is an absurd 
position to put a Minister in. After all, 
Ministerial responsibility is Ministerial 
responsibility to the House of Commons. 
The House of Commons is, after all, the 
ruling body in this country, and it is not 
only humiliating that the Under Secre- 
tary for Foreign Affairs should be put in 
the position that he dare not and cannot, 
even if his judgment tells him otherwise, 
answer a supplementary question, but 
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and is certainly another step in what | 
believe is a deliberate campaign which 
has been going on for a number of years, 
the object of which is to deprive this 
House of proper opportunities of dis- 
cussion and obtaining information, and 
a desire to gag the House of Commons. 
It is a question affecting the rights of the 
House of Commons. It is surely a 
strange thing in matters of this sort, 
upon which we are told the safety of the 
Empire depends, to find a sharp division 
between the two Front Benches. Why, if 
this practice, which has existed so many 
years, was really injurious to the safety 
of the Empire, was it never found out 
until two years ago? This practice has 
been going on during the twenty years 
I have been in the House. How is it 
that those who were responsible for the 
late government, and who in the ordi- 
nary course of events will some day or 
other be responsible for the government 
again, took a different view and believed 
that the practice which prevailed up to 
two years ago was not injurious to the 
safety of the Empire? I think my hon. 
friend deserves the thanks of the House 
and of the poeple of the country for 
having brought this question forward, 
and I confess it is a source of satisfaction 
to me that it is one of the Irish party 
who has come forward to heap coals of 
fire upon the heads of the English House 
of Commons by taking this stand in de- 
fence of its liberties, its independence, 
and its rights. 


Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam) said, the question really to be 
considered was : What is in the public 
interest ? Supposing the proposal of 
the hon. Member for East Mayo were 
adopted, no really substantial change 
would be effected. The answers to the 
questions would still be refused. The 
only thing that would happen would be 
a change in the form in which the re- 
fusal was given. The responsibility for 
the refusal would be laid not on the 
inconvenience of the questions, but on 
the rigidity of a rule. He did not 
think that that would be a change for 
the better. The present system at any 
rate got rid of the possibility of the 
misconstruction of silence; and it was 
in consequence of that misconstruction 


it is degrading the House of Commons, | that men of the most highly trained 
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minds, finding themselves in the face of 
an increasing volume of business, argu- 
ments, and complexity in foreign affairs, 
had arrived at the conclusion that the 
answering of these supplementary ques- 
tions was one which could not be en- 
dured any longer, as being fraught with 
danger to the State. This practice had 
been arrived at for the protection of 
private character, and why should it not 
be adopted where the national interest 
was concerned? It had been laid down 
from the Chair that no supplementary 
questions could be asked imputing any- 
thing to an absent man or a_ private 
individual, because of the injustice of 
asking questions under circumstances 
which prevented their being answered. 
Was the protection given to private 
character not to be given to the national 
interest ? The protection of the Chair, 
upon which the House was asked to 
rely, was one which was regarded with 
constantly increasing dislike and diffi- 
dence. How was discretion with respect 
to the right to put supplementary ques- 
tions to be exercised by the Chair, and 
the Chair alone, without dragging the 
Chair into questions of public policy as 
distinguished from questions of order 
and procedure, and thereby degrading 
the Chair itself ? 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: My right 


hon. friend who has just sat down has 


entirely confused the matter before the | 


House. He has been dealing with the 
advisability or inadvisability of putting 


supplementary questions. The House is 


dealing with the advisability or inad- 
visability of having these questions 


answered. That is quite another ques- 
tion. He forgets that at this moment 
the right of putting the question exists. 
What is denied—all that is denied—is 
the right of getting an answer. 
Questions are constantly being put 
to which no answers are given. 
What my right hon. friend the First 
Lord says is that when you put supple- 
mentary questions to the Under Secre- 
tary and no answer is given, 
itself will be the answer. But that 
is so now. I have myself repeatedly 
put questions to which silence was 
ihe answer. My right hon. friend 
who was until recently Under Secretary 


Mr. Stuart Wortley. 
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for Foreign Affairs will remember that 
on one occasion I asked if the Foreign 
Office was absolutely ignorant of ev ery- 
thing, and his answer was silence—from 
which the House drew the natural jinfer- 
ence. I wish to join in the appeal of my 
right hon. friend below the gangway that 
tha First Lord of the Treasury should re- 
consider his non possumus attitude on 
this subject. The question is really very 
important. We have been deprived— 
I am not complaining of it at the present 
moment—we have in the public interest 
been deprived in this House of numer- 
ous opportunities for bringing matters 
before the House which previously 
existed. As a matter of fact, we have 
practically only left to us now ques- 
tions, the Estimates, and Amendments 
to the Address, which is, of course, 
an opportunity to be taken in extremi- 
ties—such an extremity to which | 
myself have been reduced. There are 
the Estimates, and when these are under 
discussion the Under Secretary is bound 
to answer question after question. He 
has no protection there. If the First 
Lord is going to throw a shield over 
him with regard to questions put at 
the commencement of public business, 
what about the questions that are 
showered at him on the Estimates ? 
There is no gag there. No relief is given 
to the poor noble Lord in that respect. 
Why, surely the thing has gone too far 
or not far enough. If you are going to 
forbid the answering of supplementary 
questions before five o'clock you must 
forbid him answering them from five 
to twelve o'clock, and I think he will be 
pleased at that. Questions are con- 
stantly being answered—inadvertently, 
no doubt—so that the answer is either 
unintelligible or ambiguous. The 
answers are often so ambiguous that it 
is impossible to comprehend their full 
scope and purpose, unless they are 
to some extent explained in replies to 
supplementary questions. The former 
Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs felt 
himself compelled to reply to supplemen- 
tary questions. 


Mr. BRODRICK : The only occasions 
on which I answered supplementary 
questions were occasions when it was 
alleged that I had not fully answered 
_ the question on the Paper 
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*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: 
the right hon. Gentleman for his testi- 
mony, which has proved what I have 
stated. I said that an answer might be 
ambiguous or insufficient, and might 
necessarily require an answer to a sup- 
plementary question. My right hon. 
friend is honest enough to admit that he 
has given them. My point is that an 
answer may be so manifestly incomplete 
or ambiguous, or, for some reason, so in- 
comprehensible as to absolutely require 
that a supplementary question should 
be asked. The First Lord of the Treasury 
gives as a reason for maintaining this 
entirely new order with respect to the 
Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs 
that it is two years old. I say that 
two years is a very small time in the his- 
tory of a House like this. For hun- 
dreds of years elucidatory questions have 
been answered, and we have had only 
two years’ experience of this order, which 
is therefore very modern indeed. But 
why cannot the First Lord leave it to 
the discretion of the Under Secretary 
himself 2? Why cannot he leave him to 
say, as in the case of every other Minister 
on that bench, “1 want notice of the ques- 
tion,” or “I must in the public interest 
decline to reply,” or, as we have seen to- 
night, to make neither of these answers 
but sit still in his seat ? This new order 
did not exist during the tenure of office 
of Lord Curzon, or that of any but one pre- 
vious Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs. 
I do not know why it has been imposed 
on the noble Lord. It seems to me to be 
a most unmerited reflection—most es- 
pecially on the noble Lord who has been 
brought into the Government to 
strengthen it. Why should he be told 
that he is not to answer supplementary 
questions when Lord Curzon was allowed 
to do so? Is it to be suggested that 
you can trust a Curzon and not a—— 
not the noble Lord? The Under Sec- 
retary of State in this House is the 
only medium by which we can get any 
knowledge whatever of foreign affairs, 
and to say to him thas he is not to answer 
supplementary questions, and that he 
cannot be trusted, is to my mind to say 
that he is not fit for his post. 
say that I believe he is fit for his post. I 
believe that he is perfectly capable of 


I must | 


taking care of himself—quite as capable 
| 


as Lord Curzon. Let me remind the 


i 
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I thank} Leader of the House that it was precisely 


in answering supplementary questions 
that Lord Curzon made his great reputa- 
tion. It was not in answers that he 
brought down from the Foreign See- 


retary in another place; it was 
in those which by his quickness, 
readiness, and brilliancy he invented 
himself in the face of this House. I am 


perfectly convinced that my noble friend 
is capable of the same thing. Why 
should he be prohibited from making 
here the great reputation which led 
another noble Lord to the Viceroyalty 
of India? I| think it perfectly cruel of 
the First Lord to maintain in conference 
and in concert, as he tells us, with the 
rest of the cruel Ministry this shocking 
prohibition that is placed on the noble 
Lord. But this is really a very serious 
matter. I regret that it has been 
brought forward in such a shape as 
this, for this motion for adjournment 


raises a false issue. But this is 
another illustration of the necessity 
of questions. The matter has been 


brought forward on a motion for the 
adjournment of the House, because it 
could not be brought forward in any 
other way. Would my right hon. friend 
have given us a day for this question ? 
Not he. [Laughter.] He laughs. It 
is a matter for merriment! I think on 
the contrary that it is precisely one 
of those matters on which not only 
the liberties andthe rights but the very 
efticacy of this House depends. It 
seems to me that unless this House is to 
have the opportunity of raising matters by 
the questioning of Ministers for informa- 
tion its use will be very nearly disappear- 
ing. Therefore | join in the appeal to 
my right hon. friend to reconsider the 
situation, and to see if he cannot give us 
some hope that now at least the noble 
Lord will have his muzzle taken off, and 
be enabled to answer supplementary 
questions with that ease and fluency 
which distinguished his predecessor. 


Sirk EDWARD GREY (Northumber- 
land, Berwick): This question has al- 
ready been considered from more than 
one point of view, but I think there is one 
element which might be eliminated 
from the discussion. That is the point 
of view of the interest of the Chair. | 
do not see how the interest of the Chair, 
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which was used as an argument by 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for the Hallam Division of Sheffield, 
is really germane to the matter. 
As I understand, both you, Sir, and 
your predecessors have controlled sup- 
plementary questions solely on the 
ground of whether they arose out of the 
answer given by the Minister or whether 
they came within the rules of the House. 
The control of the questions addressed 
to the Foreign Office, in so far as it is 
exercised on these grounds, places no strain 


upon the Chair which does not rest | 


upon it in dealing with questions ad- 
dressed to other Departments. In fact, 
I understood you, Sir, when the right 
hon. Baronet the Member for the Forest 
of Dean was speaking, to deprecate any 
idea that the authority of the Chair 
was exercised on the ground of public 
policy. The question of public policy 
surely must rest with Ministers. Let 
us consider this matter from the points 
of view of the public interest and of the 
convenience of the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs. Those, I 
think, are the only two things which 
are really germane. The public interest 
is by far the more important, and I only 
notice the other because no one could 
have been in the position of Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
without being conscious of certain in- 
conveniences. There are, no doubt, 
certain inconveniences in regard to 
questions, especially in regard to ques- 
tions addressed to the Foreign Office ; 
but, if alterations are to be made, this 
is not the one I should have chosen 
from the point of view either of con- 
venience of the Under Secretary to 
the Foreign Office or of the public. in- 
terest. The real inconvenience which 
[ found when I was at the Foreign 
Office was not supplementary questions ; 
it was the question at short notice. It 
was the question which appeared on 
the Paper in the morning and which 
was to be asked in the House in the 
afternoon that undoubtedly caused in- 
convenience in the Office. One was 
unwilling, as the question was on the 
Paper, not to attempt to answer it. But 


I think there are certain inconveniences | 


and sometimes, perhaps, danger likely 
to result from the attempt to get the 
Sir Edward Grey. 
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information up in the Office at a few 
hours notice, and the giving of an 
answer, a written answer in most cases, 
which could not be modified afterwards 
and which, if important facts had been 
overlooked or considerations had not 
been thoroughly discussed in the Oftice, 
might lead to danger afterwards. The 
answering of questions at five minutes 
or a day’s notice, I think, is the real in- 
convenience, but that does not require 
any rule, because if it is explained to 
Members they will always give longer 
notice. The real inconvenience and 
the real danger lies in that fact, because 
if due notice had been given the Under 
Secretary would come down having 
got up the subject thoroughly. We 
have been debating this matter rather 
as if any question addressed to the 
Foreign Office might be asked without 
notice. That cannot be done now. 
It must be a supplementary question 
germane to the subject, and if the Under 
Secretary has had ample notice of the 
question which appears on the Paper 
then, I think, his familiarity with the 
subject will be such as should enable 
him to answer the supplementary ques- 
tion, if it is a simple one, on the spot, or 
to decide whether danger lurked in the 
question. I think that, when a question 
appears on the Paper and the Under 
Secretary is considering what answer 
he is going to give, the knowledge that 
it is desirable to avoid supplementary 
questions, or to anticipate them, is un- 
doubtedly an element in making the 
original answer as clear and as full as 
possible. I believe that, in the public 
interest, what the House ought to do 
is to insist upon, or at all events in every 
way to encourage, the giving of long notice 
of the original question to the Under 
Secretary, in order that he may be fully 
prepared on the whole subject. If that 
is done I do not believe that any danger 


‘lurks in the asking of supplementary 


questions. Some things connected with 
the Foreign Office, no doubt, are ex- 
ceedingly difficult to deal with and re- 
quire much consideration. Take, for 
instance, what is happening in China, 
where many Powers are concerned in 


concert. I can quite understand that 
there any answer to supplementary 
questions might be a very risky 
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matter. But take the administration 
of Uganda. Any question addressed 
to the Under Secretary for Foreign 
Affairs upon that subject is as purely a 
departmental question as any question 
that is addressed to the War Office or 
any other Government office. There 
are quite a large number of questions 
addressed to the Foreign Office which 
deal with matters as purely depart- 
mental as those addressed to Ministers 
representing other offices, and yet this 
alteration is to apply to the whole of the 
questions. I think it is an unnecessarily 
rigid rule. The Under Secretary has 
to run in this House a very severe gaunt- 
let from time to time, but the most severe 
is not in answering supplementary ques- 
tions; it is in the debate on a Vote on 
Account. He cannot always have warn- 
ing of everything that is to be raised. 
Things occur to hon. Members in the 
debate, and questions come up covering 
the whole range of foreign affairs. ‘The 
Under Secretary then not only has to 
give answers, but he has to deal with 
these questions exhaustively in debate, 
and sometimes with the most important 
of them without any opportunity of 
preparation. With the most important, 
of course, he ought to be familiar, but 
he cannot have time to prepare any 
speech on those particular subjects on 
these particular occasions ; and [| think 
that the Under Secretary who is capable 
of getting up on a Vote on Account and 
of dealing seriously with the whole 
subject of foreign affairs in unprepared 
speeches is capable of deciding on the 
spur of the moment whether it is advisable 
to answer or not a question on a matter 
which he has already prepared in the 
office. ‘There can be only one justifica- 
tion for this rule, and that is if the House 
had pressed questions without notice 
upon the Under Secretary. But the 
House never When it 
questions, especially in connection with 
the Foreign Office, the House has always 
had the good sense and the patriotism 
to recognise that, if the Under Secretary 
asks for further notice, that must be ac 
cepted as final. It has always so accepted 
it, and over and over again, before this 
rule came into force, Under Secretaries 
have continually asked for further 
notice of supplementary questions, even 
when they arose out of the answer 
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does so. asks 
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given to the main question. If that is 
so, and as all in the House are reluctant 
restrictions 
more than is absolutely necessary, I do 
think, considering the temper which the 
House ha always shown in previous 
years, it would have been better in this 
matter to rely upon the discretion of 
the Under Secretary to ask for further 
was incon- 


to increase and multiply 


notice when the question 
venient or where the answer was to his 
mind doubtful. I am sure that the 
Government might have relied now, 
as they have always done in previous 
years, upon the good and the 
patriotism of the House, especially in 
connection. with foreign affairs, not to 
press those questions. 


sense 


Mr. BRODRICK: I do not desire to 
trouble the House at any length, but as 
two of those who have held the position 
of Under Secretary to the Foreign Oftice 
have given their experience, and as my 
experience in this respect has been a 
peculiar one, perhaps | might be allowed 
to say a few words. | should honestly 
have been glad to have been able to agree 
with what has fallen from the hon. 
Baronet opposite. The hon. Baronet 
has treated this question as it the House 
had a record so admirable with regard to 
its treatment of the Under Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs that no possible cause 
could exist for the change which my 
right hon. friend the Leader of the House 
has made. That is not only not the fact, 
but I venture to say it is the exact reverse 
of the fact. Take the experience of my 
noble friend Lord Curzon. The House, 
the hon. Baronet said, had never pressed 
questions on the Under Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs without notice. I say, 


without fear of contradiction, in the 
presence of those who recollect the cir- 
cumstances, and after frequent con- 
ferences on this very subject with Lord 


Curzon, who was the last man in this 
House to complain of any attack upon 
him, and who had, as everybody knows, 
an adroitness and ability to meet attack 
which caused him rather to court it than 
to shirk it, that that is not so. I was 
rather amused to hear my hon. friend 
the Member for King’s Lynn pay 
Lord Curzon the high tribute that 
he did a few minutes ago, and I felt 
inclined, when I remember the way 


Q 
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in which he used to allude to Lord 
Curzon’s answers to supplementary ques- 
tions, to ask, “Is Saul also among the 
prophets?” For now, what he used to 
term insolence is brilliancy, and all the 
morasses into which I remember my 
hon. friend used to take such credit to 
himself for having immersed Lord Curzon 
are now referred to by him as avenues to 
the highest distinction. I cannot help 
recalling this fact, that when the question 
of Crete was under discussion Lord Cur- 
zon, who had never complained, and who 
was not one of those who thought that 
supplementary questions should be alto- 
gether abolished, because he was himself 
rather fond of the game, told me that on 
one occasion he had fifteen questions 
addressed to him, and that to each of 
them there were one or two supple- 
mentary questions. Although he felt, 
over and over again, that he should not 
be pressed in the public interest, he was 
pressed by speaker after speaker, until 
at last you, Sir, intervened and preserved 
him from further questions. 


Mr. DILLON: How could he be 


pressed by speaker after speaker i 


Mr. BRODRICK: By question atter 
question ; and this inquisition went on 
sometimes for ten minutes on a single 
question, and that at a moment when a 
single slip might have had a serious effect 
on the conduct of negotiations on diplo- 
matic questions. I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the House, above all, to the 
experience of the last two years. If this 
restriction had acted either unfairly or 
had been resented by the House at large, 
surely it must have had one of two effects 
during the last two years—either it must 
have led to a large increase of the number 
of questions put on a subsequent day, 
or it must have led to the exercise of the 
undoubted right of Members who were 
not satisfied of moving the adjournment 
of the House. I was Under Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs during at least as exciting 
a period in regard to China as we have 
had on any question during recent years, 
and I did not answer supplemental 
questions, though I did endeavour to 
give to important questions the fullest 
and clearest answer, to which I think the 
House is entitled. The proof of the 
pudding is in the cating. I had less 


Mr. Brodrick. 
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questions during that vexed period on 
China than any other Under Secretary 
ever had in much less troublous times ; 
and as regards adjournments, I will 
undertake to say that a study ot Hansard 
will show that since 1880 motions for the 
adjournment of the House were never 
fewer than during the time that I was 
unable to answer supplementary ques- 
tions as Under Secretary for Foreign 
Affairs. These are not uninteresting 
facts which bear on the present situation. 
May I say one word more? This matter 
has been treated as if it were a question 
simply appertaining to this House. I do 
not think my right hon. friend’s argu- 
ment on public grounds has altogether 
received the foree which ought to be 
attached to it. I have had an oppor- 
tunity of knowing, not only what was 
the feeling of our Ambassadors abroad 
with regard to this change, but also what 
was the feeling of foreign Ministers who 
are friendly to this country ; and it isa 
curious fact that, although I have never 
introduced the subject, nearly all of our 
Ambassadors, and in several instances 
Ministers of Powers friendly to this 
country, have congratulated me on the 
change, and have informed me_ how 
greatly it had simplified their duties. 


(Supplementary Questions). 


Sim WILLIAM HARCOURT: They 
would wish that there should be no ques- 
tions at all. 


Mr. BRODRICK : Of course there 
must be questions. That is inevitable. 
If a question appears on the Paper in the 
morning, there is time for deliberation, 
but it isan absurdity to suppose, in these 
days, that you can safely put a chance 
question to an Under Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs. I can give instances in 
which an expression which was taken 
back the next moment has been tele- 
graphed all over Europe. 1 do not think 
that you can compare any other office 
to this. 


Mr. DILLON : I compare the Colonial 
Office to it. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I will take an 
instance of the Colonial Oftice. My noble 
friend happened to misquote a despatch 
in the hurry of a reply to the hon. Gentle- 


man. What harm did he do by mis 
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quoting this despatch ? The correction | 


was made to-day. It was not a diplo- 
matic question immediately pressing, 
and it is not at all likely that harm would 
be done. That remark could not be made 
in regard to the negotiations going on in 
China. In every Chancellery in Europe 
a misquotation of that kind would be 
taken up. We should hear of it in the 
negotiations in Peking, and we should 
probably hear of it in every capital in 
Europe. Obviously, when you are deal- 
ing with foreign affairs you are dealing 
with much more delicate questions, and 
in regard to which a slip is much more 
dificult to recall. An hon. Member has 
said that we wait until the House of 
Lords has spoken. I do not think you 
will find a single occasion in the last two 
years in which a statement was made in 
the House of Lords which was not simul- 
taneously made in this House. It is not 
a matter of supplementary questions. It 
is only a question whether any hon. 
Member chooses, at the time a question 
is put in the House of Lords, to put down 
a question here. I know by experience 
how varied are the questions which are 
brought before us in Committee of Supply, 
but I would say that it happened to me, 
over and over again, to have an oppor- 
tunity of consulting my right hon. 
friend the First Lord of the Treasury, or 
of deciding in the hour or two which 
intervenes between the speech and the 
reply whether it is desirable or not to 
touch on a particular topic. Everybody 
knows that in the brief interval which 
takes place between a question and the 
time of reply deliberation is impossible. 
It is because I think that we ought to 
have in this House, in the public interest, 
something like the protection which is 


afforded in the House of Lords, and in | 


every other Assembly throughout the 
world, that I trust the House will con- 
tinue this most salutary reform, which 
has long been desired by all connected 
with foreign affairs, and which, I think, 
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if the position taken up by the Govern- 
ment is not receded from, the Minister 
of Foreign Affairs in this House will be 
degraded to the position of an automaton 
in which a phonograph is concealed. 
Ministers elves h frequently 
been asked to introduce the innovation of 
printing their answers to questions on 
the Paper, but they have always refused 
—for their own protection, as they have 
said; but now the Government have 
declared that all the Minister for Foreign 
Affairs will do is to give his answer, and 
nothing more is to be extracted from 
him. ‘The right hon. Gentleman who 
has just spoken said that this innova- 
tion was greatly approved of by the Am- 
bassador to the Sultan of Turkey. I 
have no doubt that by theSublime Porte 
this innovation is very hopefully regarded, 
because it will greatly lesson the number 
of supplementary questions as to the 
exact numbers of Armenians who are 
massacred at any time. There is no 
doubt that the Sublime Porte fully 
recognises the importance of the change; 
but is it by arguments of that descrip- 
tion that a rule of this kind is to be 
recommended to the free House of Com- 
mons and the free people whom we are 
supposed to represent? Let me put 
another point. It is admitted by the 
speeches of theright hon. Gentleman and 
the hon. Member for the Hallam Division 
of Sheffield that an important, serious, 
and momentous change has been made in 
the rules of the House Commons. 
Whenever before were the rules of the 
House of Commons changed except by 
Standing or Sessional Order ? If hitherto 
there has been a right in a Member to 
put a supplementary question and you 
take away that right, can the right of 
any Member of this House be taken away 
except by formal and recorded rule ? 





them ave 


ot 


| Now, for the first time, we are told that 


in its justice and in its expediency, as | 
well as in its working, it is desirable to | 


continue. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: 


the Prime Minister or the First Lord of 
the Treasury can of his own motion, by a 
mere Ministerial order, make a permanent 
and momentous change in the practice of 
the House of Commons. We acknow- 


‘ledge, Sir, that the Chair can do that. 


I think it is) 


singularly appropriate that this debate | 
should have arisen upon a motion which | 


arose out of the question of the suicide 
of certain Ministers of State. Certainly, 


The Chair is the representative ot the 

House of Commons at large, and it is 

your duty and privilege to protect the 

rights of the minority of this House. 

But who is it that seeks to make this 

change in the rules of the House? It 
Q2 
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is the dominant party, and the dominant 
party are doing this, it is said, in the 
interests of the country, but admittedly 
against the interest and the wish of the 
minority. Never in the experience of 
the oldest Member of the House has an 
occasion arisen when a Minister in the 


British Cabinet—whether by decision 
in Cabinet or how we know not-—has 
come and said, “On my own motion 


I will make in the immemorial practice 
of the House a change, and give you 
no opportunity of discussing it.” The 
closure was nothing to this. I remem- 
ber well that when the closure was pro- 
posed in 1882, Mr. Gladstone devoted 
the entire of a winter session to the 
matter, and the first rule took, I believe, 
eighteen nights debate, of which, I think, 
the present First Lord of the Treasury 
occupied the most part. But now, on 
this important affecting the 
relations of this country, the right hon. 
Gentleman thinks he can make a muzz- 
ling order simply upon his own ipse 
dizit. It is said that foreign affairs 
are peculiarly sacrosanct, that there is 
some special reason for dealing with 
them in a particular manner. If so, 
all the more necessity for this rule being 
considered by the House of Commons at 
large. What has hitherto been the posi- 
tion of the Opposition! I have always 
understood that when foreign affairs 
were in question they were regarded 
by the Front Opposition Bench as being, 
so to speak, extra-territorialised ; they 
were supposed to be something not 
exactly in the arena of party debate. 
Even when the Fourth Party existed 
we all remember very well that Sir 
Stafford Northeote, Mr. Cross, and those 
of that day never gave any encourage- 
ment to the incursions of the noble 


que stion 


Lord and his eflicient friends who dis- 
tinguished themselves in the attacks 
on the foreign policy of Mr. Gladstone, 
the reason of that being that it had 
been the practice of the Frent Opposi- 


tion Bench to regard foreign polities as 
a matter upon which both sides were at 


one. | would ask, have the Front Op- 
position Bench consented to this arrange 
ment ? Have they been consulted about 
the matter! | remember very well 


whenthe right hon. Gentleman the Mem 
ber for West Monmouth was Leader of 
this House, supported as he was by a 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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large contingent of Irish Members, 
who were chafing very much under 
what we supposed to be the obstruction 
of that time to Irish measures ; again 
and again we protested against the 
extraordinary latitude which we con- 
ceived he allowed to the then Opposi- 
tion. What was always the reply we 
received ? That he considered the posi- 
tion of Leader of the House of Commons 
to be far more important than that 
of a member of the Government, as he 
had the interests of the House of Com- 
mons as a whole to consider, and there- 
fore he refused in any way to tamper 
with what he conceived to be the prero- 
gatives of the Opposition. If, therefore, 
foreign affairs be, so to speak, a ruled-off 
paddock in which we should fear to 
tread, why has not a rule of this kind, 
if it is to be made, been submitted to 
the Gentlemen on the Front Opposition 
Bench who have had Ministerial ex- 
perience, and who we must assume, 
at all events, are as anxious and as zealous 
ior the rights and interest of the foreign 
policy of this country as are Members 
on the other side of the House? We 
find man after man who has held this 
office getting up and stating that there 
was no necessity for this rule. The fact 
of the matter is either that Foreign 
Secretaries in the past -were too 
smart or present Foreign Secre- 
taries are too stupid. Anyone who 
knows the noble Lord and his distin- 
guished career in this House would be 
very sorry to make that reflection upon 
him, because we all know his great 
ability. Equally we were told on the 
highest authority that Lord Curzon 
has gone off in a blaze of glory to India, 
although he did not do so without having 
been first created an Lrish Peer. Why 
is it that the affairs of the Foreign Office 
have attached to them that special im- 
which entitles them to this 
singular treatment What are the 
facts? When the right hon. Gentle 
man the Leader of the Opposition was 
the Secretary to the Admiralty, 
and when the British Fleet was sent 
» Besika Bay, the whole question ol 
foreign affairs was discussed practically 
as i Navy question. You could then 
get at the Foreign Office by asking 
questions about the Navy. ‘Take the 
Army, for instance. Again and again 


else 


portance 
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if there is a question of the mobilisation 
of troops and despatching men abroad, 
can we not get the information we 
require about them by asking questions 
from the Army officials? If this goes on 
it will be necessary also to prevent these 
questions being asked from the Gentlemen 
connected with the Army and Navy. 
Therefore it seems to me that the rule 


of the right hon. Gentleman has wholly 
and entirely broken down. What do 
we see in recent years! The most 


important questions in recent years, 
apart from China, have been questions 
affecting not the Foreign Office but 
the Colonial Office. Has anyone ever 
seen the right hon. Gentleman the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies so reticent 
as to be unwilling to answer a supple- 
mentary question ? Why, Sir, on the 
contrary, he revels in it, and it 
appear to me that it is upon questions 
affecting the Colonial Office that, to 
a very great extent, the foreign 
policy of England has turned. ‘Take 
the question of the number of troops in 
South Africa. Does that question not 
trench upon the Foreign Office? Does 


does 


the state of war in South Africa not affect 
vour interests in China?) Are the whole 
interests of the Empire not so inter- 
laced and interlocked that) any ques- 
tlon may become a foreign, colonial, 
Army or a Navy question! I think I 
have demonstrated by this fact the 
absurdity of limiting the muzzle to the 


replies of the Under Secretary for Foreign 


Affairs. Why. the whole pack will 
have to be muzzled, and not the leading 
dog. | therefore think that the right 
hon. Gentleman at the head of the 
Government should reconsider the posi 
tion that he has taken up in this matter. 
For myself, I do not think that, except 
in regard to the Armenians. [ have 


ever put a question to the Under Seere- 
tury of State for Foreign Affairs in my 
lite. Ido not think, with that exception, 
that | have ever made ‘hon foreign 
affairs, and, practically speaking, I 
take no interest in any country except 
Ireland. Therefore, I do not think 
that I am at all likely to infringe any 
privilege accorded on this question; 
hut it does seem to me that the Govern- 


a spee 


ment have, in order to check a par- 
ticular evil, adopted a enre which is 
far worse than the disease. My ex- 
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‘perience of the right hon. Gentleman 


Government is that 
who is more anxious 
rights of hon. Members 
whole than he is. I believe that 


this debate has arisen because the noble 


at the head of the 
there Is no one 
to recognise the 


as oa 


Lord seemed to have put this matter 
too bluntly, or, if he will allow me to 
sv so without offence, bee: blurted 
out too suddenly a rule which he would 


have done well to have 
more dialectic orname 
being my feeling, | thinl 
will do good, and in the end we shall see 
the rule fall into what an American 
orator once called * innocuous desuetude.” 


embellished with 
entation. That 
: that the debate 


*Mr. DAVID MacIVER (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale) said he had had the advan- 
tage of perusing a speech made in Lanca- 
shire the other day by the hon. Member 
for Waterford (Mr. John Redmond), the 
Leader of the Irish party, which clearly 
foreshadowed the proceedings of to- day. 
The hon. Member spoke of the union 
which now existed Irish Mem- 
bers, whose new-found harmony had 
made itself so conspicuous that day, and 
had shown itself so a ssful in 
business. ‘The hon. Mem- 
told hi ae 
i old days 
of obstruction had passed ¢ *, the Irish 
Members were now pre] out to produce 
practically the same result by every one 
of them—as he described it—* taking 
an intelligent interest in public affairs. 


amongst 


which 
impeding the 
\\ atel ford 


friends that ithough the ¢ 


| } 
per tor 


That was the new name for obstruction 
and he (Mr. Maelver) had to congratu- 
late the hon. Member for Waterford 
upon the complete SILCCESS with which 


he had, as it were, “ drawn a red herring 


across the track” of Parliamentary 
progress. He must be a proud man 
to-day. to have made the Front 
Opposition Bench follow so humbly at 


knew that the 
was only intended to waste time. 
Maclver) suggested that it 
cease, as everything which 
upon the actual 
them had 
of the 


his heels. Everybody 
debate 
He (Mr. 
should now 
could usefully be said 
subject which was before 
J . . } 
already been said by the Leader 


House. 


Mr. BARTLEY : I should like to say 
one or two words on this matter, and I 
appeal to the Leader of the Llouse to 
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reconsider the very strong position he | 


has taken up on this subject. 1 think 
the speech of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Secretary for War was somewhat 
unfortunate. Jle said that if we did not 
get a proper ans\ to a supplementary 
question we could have resort to moving 
the adjournment of the House. | 
think it is very unfortunate to suggest 
such an arrangement, because it is a 
very awkward one, which leads to a 
great waste of time, and it should not 
have been suggested as a remedy for 
this comparatively small evil. The right 
hon. Gentleman also suggested that this 
is the practice adopted in foreign parlia- 
ments: but if there is one thing that 
suggests to me that we are on the wrong 
tack it is that foreign countries seem to 
[ do not think 
that in this inatter we should take a lea 
countries, for the very 
strength of this country has been built 
» and independent discus- 
sion of all these great subjects. I resent 
the idea that foreign affairs should be 
considered — so ‘red and seeret. that 

nswered in the House 
lf the Under Secretary 
for Foreien Affairs is competent 
for his position, he is quite competent to 
dee) le whether ail " (ite stion should he 
House 


principle is a 


approve of this action. 
from other 


up by the fre 


thev cannot be 
ot Commons. 


of State 


asked or answered in the ot Com- 
I think t! vhol 
very small one. It competent to 
hold that great position it is insulting 


him to suggest that he is not fit to decide 


HOTS. 


whether a supplementary question is an 


Import ibit conn lich ody hho 
answer, ot | rele ! iteen thee ! ved 
should by post por: 4 nother day. | 
do think that this practice of making 
the Government of the country rather 
too slavishly depend upon one or two 
Ministers is a growing evil. I have 
always said that it is an evil not to have 


independence of opinion in the various 


Ministers of the Crown, and if even the 
iestions have to 
he deferred to e msult the head of the 
Department, it isan: 
denee which hh s never 


small suppl nent 


t of slavish depen- 
] +1 ; : 
been the means 

of making Ministers creat inthis eountry. 

In regard to the noble Lord himself. J 

am sure that we all feel that he is per 


+] , 
tectly competent to answer these ques 
tions, and I think t] best plan would 
be lor fi i to Wh pom? t thy 


Mr. hurtley. 
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this question himself. I am quite sure 
he ean do this if he will make it a point 
to go into the question himself, and, like 
Lord Curzon and all those who have 
preceded him, claim the right to decide 
these questions for himself. As a matter 
of principle I think that we, as private 
Members, who have so few privileges 
left, are bound to protest against this 
growing evil, 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS said he believed 
that a rule of this kind, if adhered to, 
would work more against the Govern- 
ment than it would help hon. Members 
on the other side. It was too much for 
them to expect that the rule would only 
apply when the Conservatives were in 
oftice, for no doubt when his right hon. 
friends on the Front Opposition Bench 
came into office they would take advan- 
tage of the rule, which would tell very 
much more against the Conservative 
Members than it did against the Opposi- 
tion, for the simple reason that greater 
interest in the Foreign Office and foreign 
affairs was taken by hon. Members on 
the Conservative side than by hon. 
Members on the Liberal side of the House. 
As a rule they expected to have more 
questions put from the Opposition side 
than from the Ministerialists, but if an 
made of the number 
of questions put it would be found that 


examination were 


at least 60 per cent of them in regard 
to ge neral matters came from the Oppo- 
sition side of the House. If the number 
relating to the Foreign 


ascel 


ol questions 
Ofliee and 
tained hie ventured to say that even in 
this House, while the Conservatives were 
in office and in power, it would be found 
that the large majority ol questions on 
foreign matters came from Members on 
the Conservative side of the House, 
which showed that greater interest was 
taken on the other side of the House in 
Foreign Office questions than on this 
side of the House. Therefore, if the 
muzzle was put upon private Members 
he ventured to point out that it would 
affect hon. Members opposite very much 
more than the Opposition. If the House 
a ‘quiesced in this rule he was afraid that 
it might eventually spread to other de- 
partments. He quite agreed with what 
was said by the Leader of the Irish party 
| nother step in the 


forergn affairs wa 


that this was only 
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increasing practice of diminishing the 
rights of Members of the House. That 
had been the policy in the past of the 
Government, and it would bein the future, 
and it would be found eventually that 
the arguments which had just been 
addressed to the House with respect to 
foreign questions would also be applied 
to domestic questions. If this muzzle 
was put on matters affecting the Post 
Ottice, he had no doubt that the Post- 
master General would come down to that 
House and say that the permanent 
officials were unanimously of the opinion 
that the system had worked beautifully, 
and that it was to the advantage of the 
State that supplementary questions 
should not be put upon Post Office busi- 
ness. And so, eventually, the rule might 
be applied to every department of the 
State. 


Lord HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) 
said he believed that as a rule the Under 
Secretaries of the Foreign Office were 
quite as competent as any other Mini- 
sters, but no Ministers were infallible. 
It was a peculiarity, however, attaching 
to the administration of the Foreign 
Office that an indiscretion there would 
be likely to do very much more harm 
than if it were committed anywhere else, 
and that was really the whole matter. 
They were told that the Opposition were 
so patriotic that they would never use 
any advantage of that kind or press a 
question which it would be against the 
public interest to answer. Tow silly and 
idle were such pretences, which nobody 
practised and which nobody believed in, 
Every Opposition, when they saw a party 
advantage in a question, were always 
inclined to press the Government hard 
whenever they had the opportunity. 
He did not blame the Opposition for 
doing that, because that was what they 
were there for, but the danger was that 
in the peculiar region of Foreign Affairs 
a little indiscretion on the part of a 
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Minister in regard to a question or an 
answer might produce a national cala- 
mity. In the British Museum or the 
3odleian Library they were not allowed 
to use matches. Still, they might argue 
that they were all perfectly competent 
to use matches and strike them all over 
the building without danger. The 
reason for such a regulation in the British 
Museum or the Bodleian Library was not 
because those buildings were more likely 
to be burned by the indiscreet use of 
matches than any other public institu- 
tion, but because if they were burned 
it would amount toa national catastrophe. 
And that was the case with the subject 
under discussion. The object of the rule 
in this House was clear and _ straight- 
forward, and undoubtedly it would guard 
the national interest of the country 
against aggressive indiscretion on the 
part of the Opposition, and the defensive 
indiscretion of a Minister. What con- 
sideration would an Opposition exercise 
in such a matter? The Cabinet made a 
rule two years ago, and they based it on 
grounds of public policy. No one be- 
ieved that it was based upon any 
other ground. The Government put 
forward this rule, and now consideration 
for the national well-being was to be 
brushed aside by the Opposition, and 
entirely lost sight of, in order to secure 
a party advantage. They should not 
delude themselves by supposing that 
an Opposition would be so patriotic that 
they would not always take advantage 
of this. He earnestly hoped that the 
(Government would, in the interests of 
the country, be supported in this matter. 
If ever there was an occasion on which 
the House of Commons ought to rise 
above partisan motives it was this occa- 
sion, and in the national interest he made 
this appeal. 

Question put. 

The House divided :—Aves, 204 ; Noes, 
249, (Division List No. 2.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E. 
Allen,CharlesP.(Gloue.Stroud | 
Ambrose, Robert | 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 


Bell, Richard 


Atherley-Jones, L. Boland, John 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bartley, George C, T. 


Boyle, James 
Bran’, Hon 


Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Jeaumont, Wentworth C. B. 


Black, Alexander William 
Asquith, Rt. Hn.HerbertHenry | Blake, Edward 


| Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 


Arthur G. 


Brown,George M.(Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Right Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

surns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 
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Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Conlon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Kandal 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Dunean, James H. 

Dunn, Sir William 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 
Emmott, Alfred 
Evans, Samuel ‘I 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, Rh. C. Munro (Leith) 
french, Peter 

Field, William 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
(rant, Corrie 
Grey, Sir Edward 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Gurdon, Sir Wim. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hammond, John 

Hareourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Hardie, J. K. (MerthyrTydvil 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, Creorve 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seaie 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Hobhouse, C. EB. EL. ( Bristol, FE.) 
Holland, William Henry 


1 


Derby Co. 


(Berwick) 


Acland-Hood,Capt. SirAlex. F. 
Agze-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
sain, Colonel James Robert 
\lexander 


Baird, John George 
Baldwin, Alfred 
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Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Sw’nsea 
Jones, William(Carnarvonsh. ) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyee, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kinloch, Sir John George S. 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leese, Sir JosephF. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph (Stockport) 
Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lowther, Rt. Hon J. (Kent) 
Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Maenamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, William(Cornwall) 
Mi PFadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Kkenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Mather, William 

Mooney, Jobn J. 

Mor van, J. Llovd( ( ‘armarthen 
Morton, Edw..J.€.( Dey onport) 
Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Col JohnP.(Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
(’ Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
(Brien, Kendal(Tipper’y Mid. 
(Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
() Connor, James( Wieklow, W. 
(YConnor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
(Doherty, William 
(YPonnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

(Y Dowd, Jobn 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
(Malley, William 

(Y Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

(YShee, James John 

Palmer, George Wm(Reading) 





NOES. 


Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manch’r) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.( Leeds 
Balfour, Maj. K.R.(Christehch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.(Bristol 
Beekett, Ernest William 
Biguold A. 

Biewood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Wiiliam Robert 


Boushieid, 
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Paulton, James Mellor 
Perks, Robert William 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Rea, Russell 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 
Redmond, JohnE.( Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid Sirk. Threshie (Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertsen, Edmund (Dundee) 
foche, John 
Russell, 'T. W. 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John 
Sinclair,Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, Rt. HnC. R( Northants 
Strachey, Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel(Carmarthen,E.) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
ThomasJ A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thompson, E.C.(Monaghan,N. 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 
Ure, Alexander 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton, J. Lawsen (Leeds, 8.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick( Meath, North) 
Whiteley, Geo. (York, W.R.) 
Whiteley, J. 4. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond(Merioneth) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wodehouse, Hon. A. (Essex) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Dillon and Mr. John 
Ellis. 


Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex) 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
grown, AlexanderH.(Shropsb. 
Bull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutis, W. 

Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derb’shire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
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Cecil, Lord Hugh?(Greenwich | Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope,J.F.(SheffieldBrightside | Purvis, Robert 
Horner, Frederick William Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 


Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. ) 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C, 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dewar, T. R. (Tower Hamlets) 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale,SirJoseph Cockfield 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Edward Henry 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon, Sir Wm. H. 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Ed. 
Fergusson, Rt. HnSirJ(Mane’r) 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
Fitzroy,Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 


Forster, Henry William 


Foster, Sir M (London Univ.) 


Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H(Cityot Lond. 
Gordon, Hn. J E.(Elgin& Nairn) | 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’m'ts | 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim | 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Sir E. W.(Bury St. Ed. 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Mid'x 
Hamilton, Marqof(L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, Laurence( K’nt, Asht’rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, i Leverton(Tynemouth 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Clande George 
Heath, A. Howard (Hanley) 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, Ed. Brodie( Hampstead ) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset,E. 








Houldsworth, Sir Wm. I 
Hoult, Joseph 


Pretyman, Ernest George 


lenry Radcliffe, R. F. 
Randles, John S. 


Howard, J.(Mid’x, Tottenham — Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 


Hozier, Hon. James Hy. 


Cecil Reid, James (Greenock) 


Hudson, George Bickersteth Remnant, James Farquharson 
Jettreys, Arthur Frederick Renshaw, Charles Bine 
* > 


Jessel, Capt. Herbert M 
Johnston, William (Belf 


erton Rentoul, James Alexander 
ust) Ridley, Hn. MW. (Stalybridge) 


Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) — Ridley, S. F. (Bethnal Green) 
Kennaway,Rt.Hon.SirJohnH. | Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Caarles T. 
Kenyon, James (Lanes.,Bury) | Ropner, Colonel Robert 


Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W(S 
Keswick, William 
Kimber, Henry 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawrence, William F. 
Lawson, John Grant 


alop) Round, James 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford. 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Wm.  Saunderson, Rt. Hon. Col. E.J. 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Line’n) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 


Lecky, Rt. Hn. Wm. Edw. H. | Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew 
Lee,CaptA.H.(Hants,Fareh’m Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie Smith,:Abel H. (Hertford, FE.) 


Leighton, Stanley 


Smith, HC.(North’mb. Tyns’de 


Leveson-Gower,F rederickN.S. | Smith, J. Parker (Lanarks.) 


Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol,S. | Spear, John Ward ; 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee Spencer, E. (W. Bromwich) 


Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Esk 


| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


Stanley, Edward J.(Somerset) 
dale) | Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart, Sir Mk. J. M‘Taggart 


Lucas, Col Francis(Lowestoft) Stirling- Maxwell, Sir Jn. M. 


Lutas, Reginald J.(Portsn 


1outh = Stone, Sir Benjamin 


Macartney, Rt. Hn. WGEllison = Stroyan, John 


Maedona, John Cumming Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Maelver, David (Liverpool) Talbot, Rt. Hn. J.G.(OxPd Uni. 


Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Live 
M‘Calmont, Col. J. (Antr 
M'Iver, Sir Lewis(Edinbr 
Manners, Lord Cecil 


Thorburn, Sir Walter 
rpool Thornton, Perey M. 
ime. ‘Tomlinson, Wi. Edw. Murra, 
‘o,W Tufnell, Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 


Maple, Sir John Blundeil Vincent,Col.SirC EH (Shettield 


Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. 


W.F. Vincent, Sir Edgar ( Exeter) 


| Maxwell, W.J.(Dumfriesshire) Walker, Col. William Hall 


Melville, Beresford Valentine = Wanklyn, James Leslie 


Meysey-Thompson, Sir I 
Middlemore, J. Throgmo 


1.M. Warr, Augustus Frederick 
rton Wason, John C. (Orkney) 


Mildmay, Francis Bingham Webb, Colonel William G. 


Milward, Colonel Victor 
Mitchell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdo 


Welby, Lt.-ColACK( Taunton) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. JohnLloyd 
Whiteley, H(.\shtor-und-Lyne 
n) Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


Moore, William (Antrim, N.) Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 


More, Robt. Jasper (Shre 


ypsh. Wilson, John (Falkirk) 


Morgan, D. J.(Walthamstow) = Wilson, John ((ilaseow) 


Morris, Hon. Martin Hen 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Dep 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Rt Hn AGraham( 
Myers, William Henry 

Newdigate, Francis Alex 


ry F. Wilson, J.W. (Worcestersh,N. 

tford Wilson-Todd, Wim. H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt Hn E.R.( Bath) 

Bute Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 

; Wylie, Alexander 


Nicholson, William Graham Wyndham, George 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 


Yerburgb, Robert Armstrong 


Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 


Palmer, Walter (Salisbur 


y) 


Peel, Hon. WilliamRobertW. TELLERS FOR THE NOES 


Pemberton, John 8. G. 
Penn, John 

Perey, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir, Francis Sharp 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruter. 








Address in Answer to 
NEW WRITS. 

Ordered, That in all cases where the 
seat of any Member has been declared 
void on the ground of Corrupt Practices 
or Illegal Practices no Motion for the 
issue of a new Writ shall be made without 
two clear days’ previous notice on the 
Notice Paper of the House, and that 
such Notice be considered before the 
Orders of the Day and Notices of Motions. 
—(Sir William Walrond.) 
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ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HIS 
MAJESTY’S MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 


[THtrp DAY’s DEBATE. ] 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Question [14th February], 
“That an humble Address be presented 
to his Majesty, as followeth :— 


“ Most Gracious Sovereiqn, 


“We, Your Majesty's most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, in Parliament assembled, beg 
leave to ofer our humble thanks to Your 
Majesty for the Gracious Speech which 
Your Majesty has addressed to both 
Houses of Parliament.” —(Vr. Forster.) 


Question again prop ysed., 
Debate resumed. 


*THe UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE vor FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Vis- 
count CRANBORNE, Rochester): [L think 
perhaps the attitude of diffidence with 
which an Under Secretary for Foreign 
Affairs often addresses the House of 
Commons may probably be considerep 
to be not unnaturally increased upon the 
present occasion. There has been such 
a bright light thrown upon him during 
the last hour or two, and attention has 
been called in so prominent a degree to 
the extreme delicacy of his functions, 
that I feel that everything which I say 
on the present occasion will be watched 
by hon. Gentlemen with an extra amount 
of care, and tha* I ought to arrange my 
observations accordingly. Permit me to 
say in the first place that I very much re- 
gret, if I may say so with great respect, 
the discussion which has just come to an 


end; because foreign affairs ought to 


{COMMONS} 


| be conducted, as far as possible, in a 
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peaceful atmosphere, as far removed as 
may be from the polemical condition 
which has recently characterised the 
House ; and I hope nothing I shall say 
will prolong that polemical condition of 
the atmosphere. May I also say, if the 
hon. Member for East Mayo will give me 
his attention for a moment, that I par- 
ticularly regret that any observation of 
mine should have seemed to him in the 
least discourteous at an earlier period of 
our proceedings. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): The noble 
Lord is quite mistaken. I was very much 
obliged to him for his observations, for 
they enabled me to move my motion. 
I had no quarrel with the noble Lord ; on 
the contrary, he gave me an opportunity 
of raising the question. 


*Viscount CRANBORNE: I am 
obliged to the hon. Gentleman. I am 
sorry that I was brought into conflict 
with him. But I think the debate which 
has just closed may have this effect— 
for my part, I shall take the very greatest 
care, in the drawing of the answers to 
questions in this House, that they may 
be as full as they possibly can be con- 
sistently with the public interest, and | 
shall never forget. what I never have 
forgotten since I have been a Member 
of this House, the absolute right of the 
House of Commons to have all the infor- 





mation which it is in the power of a 
Minister to give. 

When the House adjourned on Friday 
night [| was venturing to call the atten- 
tion of hon. Members to the faet that 
the commercial interests were really the 
principal interests of this country in 
China, but I said that in the crisis which 
has taken place there it might be neces- 
sary for the consideration of the punish- 
ment of the offenders in China to take 
precedence over all other questions. | 
may say, perhaps, to the hon. Member 
for East Mayo, now, that as far as we are 
concerned we should not consider suicide 
to be a proper alternative to the death 
penalty which we demand against these 
high-placed officials. 

Mr. DILLON: The noble Lord has 
given a good answer now to the ques- 
tion I put to him 
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at once to the considerations of a com- 
mercial character, at any rate in the 
first place, in regard to the Chinese 
question. The hon. Member for Barns- 
ley complained on Friday night of the 
great delay which had taken place. 1] 
fancy he extended it to all the operations 
in China, both to the drawing of the 


Note and the enforcement of the demands | 
Undoubtedly, Sir, the 


of the Powers. 
delay has been very great. I do not 
think the most ardent admirer of the 
Concert would ever accuse it of lightning- 
like rapidity. Its operations are gene- 
rally very deliberate, and the Chinese 
themselves have no reputation for any 
great rapidity of action. I notice that 
in a recent article so great an authority 
as Sir Robert Hart, speaking of the 
Chinese, tells us that we may look for 
their rehabilitation against Europe to a 
period removed from our own by one 
or two centuries. That is the kind of 
attitude of mind which the Chinese 
adopt in all their operations, and un- 
doubtedly when the Concert have to 
deal with the Chinese they must expect 
very great delay. I do not think the 
sending of a special plenipotentiary to 
China would have hurried matters very 
much. We have very accomplished repre 
sentatives there, as we have always had. 
I might appeal again toSir Robert Hart's 
authority on the same matter. I do 
not believe that a mere change of per- 
sonnel of the kind advocated hy the hon. 
Gentleman opposite would have made 
any great difference. Certain progres 
has been made, though, as 1 have said, 
It is very slow. In the first place we 
have arrived at a complete understanding 
as to the joint Note. It is a long docu- 
ment involving thirteen or fourteen 
separate heads, all of which had to be a 
matter of diplomatic discussion and 
decision. 

I need not trouble the House any 
more on the question of the punishment 
of the Chinese offenders of which I spoke 
on Friday night. We have other sub- 
jects touched on in the Note. In the 
first place there is the question of in- 
demnities. On the question of indemni- 
ties our representative has been instructed 
to gather together the various claims 
which may be made against the Chinese 
Government and classify them. Now, 


{18 Fepruary 1901} 


*ViscounT CRANBORNE: I will revert | 


‘cient. 
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these claims may be divided into two 
classes. There are the claims of indi- 
viduals and the national claims—the 
claims of the different Powers, against 
China. I would rather not say any- 
thing at this moment about the indi- 
vidual claims; but, with regard to the 
claims which the Powers have and 
especially the claim which England has 
against China, I am inclined to think 
there is a measure of agreement between 
His Majesty's Government and the hon. 
Gentleman opposite and those who agree 
with him. After all, we are the injured 
parties; not the Chinese. We have 
suffered great wrong in the outrages 
which have been executed against our 
fellow-subjects or our representatives, 
and it would be a very indifferent com- 
pensation for our injuries if we added to 
those injuries the great further injury 
of so crippling Chinese finance as to 
damage our own trade. The Govern- 
ment occupy that point of view just as 
much as the hon. Gentleman does, and 
in the consideration of the amount. of 
indemnity which we shall claim against 
China that matter will be carefully 
borne in mind. The indemnities, in 
our opinion, are relatively unimportant 
compared to our trade interests. What 
have we done for trade? In the 
first place, we have gone a long way, 
although our task is still very far 
from being complete, to restore a 
measure of tranquillity in China. | 
that we have gone the 


Phas hope to vo 


neither suggest 
whole Wall) which we 
nor that in any case we can hope that 
for mins years it shall be complete, for 
in many parts of China the condition 
of unrest is chronic. Still. a great deal 
may be done, and considerable steps 
have been taken in the last few months 
towards a restoration of tranquillity. 
As hon. Gentlemen have said in this 
House and elsewhere, that is not suffi- 
We do not look merely to restor- 
ing the old state of tranquillity, but if 
possible to improving on the present 
commercial system in China, so that it 
shall be advantageous to her and our- 
selves. I think the House will realise 
that the subject of such reforms will 
necessarily lead to prolonged  negotia- 
There may be some reason, I am 
delay 
The Government 
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of China is, as everyone knows, divided 
into great provinces, autonomous in 
character, with important officials called 
Viceroys at their head; and in any 
general scheme of commercial or fiscal 
reform there is no question that every 
one of these provincial administrations 
will have to be consulted, and that the 
time occupied must necessarily be, when 
we consider Chinese methods, very pro- 
longed. I am afraid that the same re- 
flection when I turn from the 
general to the particular, and consider 
the kind of matters in which reform is 
specially called for. 

Now, Sir, as everybody knows, as the 
hon. Gentleman himself told us on 
Friday night, the greatest region in 
which fiscal reform ought to take place 
is in respect of what is called the likin, 
or the interior China. It 
is very widely extended. It employs 
an enormous number of officials in all 
parts of China—high officials, low officials 
of all sorts. all of whom have got vested 
interests of a very substantial kind in 
the institution of likin, which will there- 
fore require great cure and considerable 
time in its retorm. 
if it existed in this country : 
out there. ‘That the 
with likin are very great | do not think 
anybody can doubt. L was struck the 
other day by some figures which showed 
that in the case of one particular pro- 


oceurs 


customs of 


It would be so even 
more so 


evils connected 


vince one levy, that is to say the passing 
of one barrier, taxed the goods to the 
extent of 1S per cent. ad valorem. There 
are often as much as two or more levies 
before the goods arrive at their destina- 
tion. Of course, as the House will under- 
stand, I am putting an extreme case. 
It is a case | have on good authority, 
and [T have no doubt it is a fact. The 
House will know, as a matter of treaty 
law, that this particular impost can be 
franchised by a payment of 25 per cent. 
at the coast. I think I have given you 
some idea of how extremely divergent 
the actual practice is from that which 
English merchants have a treaty right 


to demand. The reasons, ot course, 
are obvious—that the whole © of 
the revenues by which the govern- 


ment of these provinces is carried on 
really depend on likin. The money 
which is paid in view of the duties at 
the coast does not reach the provincial 
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treasuries at all. Unless they impose 
likin they have no means of paying their 
public service or transacting the ordinary 
business of government. Add to that 
corruption ; there is any amount, | 
need not say, of that article in China. 
The explanation is obvious. 

I have said this much beeause I wanted 
the House to understand that His 
Majesty’s Government are fully seised of 
both the importance and the difticulties 
of commercial reform in China, that they 
have the subject very prominently before 
their minds, and that they very carefully 
consider what ought to be done and 
what can be done. If 1 may say so, I 
want to make the House understand 
how immensely complicated the matter 
is, and what great delay one must neces- 
sarily expect before anything like reform, 
even to a moderate extent, can be carried 
out. The hon. Gentleman asked me 
about certain other matters. He asked 
me about the waterways. That matter 
is being considered, but | can say nothing 
more about it for the present. Then he 
spoke of removing the obstructions to 


navigation. There, | think, he made a 
very good, practical sugeestion, il 


suggestion which the Government are 
carefully considering. And then there was 
something he said about the necessity 
of giving the Chinese Government. the 
right to re-enter upon their railways, if 
that should seem to be necessary in their 
own interests. I believe, although it is 
not a matter which | have gone into very 
carefully, that in most of the railway 
agreements such a power is reserved to 
the Chinese Government. 

1 will just saya word or two 
about the very great difficulties in 
respect ot speak, of 
course, of the railway from ‘Tien-tsin 
to Shan-hai-kwan. There is no doubt 
state of things which has 
existed with respect to that railway 
and the occurrences which have taken 
place there have given His Majesty's 
Government ground for very great 
anxiety. The railway was occupied by 
the Russians, so aware, 
without any authority to do so, and in 
the course ‘of their operations they un- 
doubtedly did take into their charge 4 
large amount of railway material at 
Niu-chwang belonging to a British 


one railway. I 
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company, which, I think, there is no 
question was not part of their own 
property. These things happened in 
respect of a railway which had been made 
by British capital, which had been worked 
by British skill, where, that is to say, our 
interests were of the most important and 
immediate character. 

In considering what line we ought to 
take on this matter, three objects were 
before us—first of all, the restoration of 
therailway, which was important in every 
respect from a commercial point of view ; 
secondly, the rights of our own country- 
men; and, lastly, the great importance 
of maintaining the friendly alliance of the 
Great Powers of Europe with regard to 
the Chinese question. We thought it 
well to proceed not by way of polemical 
utterance, but by way of friendly repre- 
sentation to the Russian Government. 
[Tam glad to say that those representa- 
tions have met with a large measure of 
In the first place, the Russian 
(Government assured us, and assure us 
now, in the most eategorical manner, 
that the occupation of the railway was 
purely a temporary occupation, dictated 
by the military considerations of the 
moment ; and, in the second place, they 
promised to restore the railway material 
and have restored it. Iam bound to say 
that in all our dealings in this matter 
with the Russian Government we have 
been received in a most friendly way. 
and we have no complaint whatever to 
make of the attitude of the Government 
of the Russian Emperor. Sometimes 
one cannot help regretting that the un- 
doubtedly benevolent intentions of the 
Russian Government are not so rapidly 
carried out by their officers in distant 
provinces as we have some right to 
expect, but that their intentions in 
this matter are perfectly sound and 
thoroughly friendly to this country I, 
for one, do not doubt. Notwithstanding 
the great importance of the question 
involved, when once it is approached in 
that spirit by the two Governments, 
when it is explained in the most friendly 
terms that the occupation is only of a 
temporary character, even if in some 
respects we do not agree with the line the 
Russian Government have taken, nothing 
removes the controversy from the domain 
of purely friendly negotiation. There- 
fore, relying on these assurances, I think 


success, 
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the House may have its anxiety with 
regard to the railway to some extent 
relieved. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Barnsley): I] would like to ask a ques- 
tion of the noble Lord. In speaking of the 
railway from Tien-tsin to Shan-hai-kwan, 
did he intend the House to understand 
that his observations also applied to the 
railway from Shan-hai-kwan to Niu- 
chwang ! We have heard nothing of the 
determination of the Russian Government 
to hand over that railway either to the 
British or the Germans. 


*ViscouNT CRANBORNE: | assurethe 
hon. Gentleman Iam too much impressed 
with the importance and delicacy of the 
question with which | am dealing to 
make any mistake as to the names of the 
particular branches of the railway in- 
volved. As to the railway north of the 
Great Wall, we understand, on the same 
high assurances, that the occupation is 
merely of a temporary character. While 
assenting for the moment on military 
grounds to the present occupation, we 
have reserved our full political and 
financial rights. 

[ turn for a moment to speak of Man- 
churia. Rumours have reached us of 
proceedings of the Russians with respect 
to Manchuria. We made proper inquiry 
from our representative, and he assured 
us that any agreement which exists 
between Russia and China in respect to 
Manchuria is in the nature of a modus 
vivendi, consisting merely in the simul- 
taneous presence of the Russian and 
Chinese forees in Manchuria, in order 
to prevent disturbances on their frontier. 
H[e assured us that the occupation of the 
railway is of a purely temporary character, 
and that, although a guarantee is ex- 


pected by the Russian Government 
that upon their withdrawal the dis- 
turbances shall not break out again, 


yet that guarantee will not take the 
form of an acquisition ot territory or ot 
a virtual or actual protectorate in Man- 
churia. The hon. Member for St. Pan- 
cras asked me on Friday night a question 
in respect to Niu-chwang. A great 
deal has been said about Niu-chwang, 
which, as the House knows, is a treaty 
port ; but I hope the House will abstain 
from language of exaggeration in regard 
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to that place. I told the House during 
a former sitting that Niu-chwang had 
been occupied by the Russians on the 
ground of military necessity ; but I am 
able to say, upon very good authority, 
that since then, although Niu-chwang 
is nominally under Russian martial 
law, the Russians do not interfere, but 
people are allowed to settle their own 
differences if they like. As a 
of fact the private rights of the foreign 


community do not appear to have been | 


interfered with to any extent. In 
respect to Niu-chwang we have received 
assurances at least equal to those which 


have been given us in respect to the 


province of South Manchuria. We under- 
stand the Russians are prepared to restore 
Niu-chwang at the end of their occu- 
pation precisely to its former condition. 
I do not think that after what I have 
been able to say to the House on the 
present occasion any Member will assert 
that the Government’s diplomacy in 
this matter has not been active. On 
Friday night I said that it has not been 
aggressive. We have borne in mind 
the enormous importance of the British 
interests in China, and have not forgotten 
that it is our duty to make representations 
when we think those interests are in any 


degree threatened. | earnestly hope 
the House will recognise not only that 


the Government have been active, but 
that [ have already taken to heart the 
lesson read to me an hour or two ago 
about the anxiety of the House of Com- 
mons for information, and that I have 
done my best to give information in 
some detail. In pursuit of our policy, 
which is neither aggressive nor osten- 
tatious, we ask the support of the House 
of Commons, and beg them to rely on 
the fact that we shall neither lose sight 
of the importance of maintaining British 
interests nor of preserving the peace 
of the world. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): I am sure the House 
has heard with satisfaction the very 
frank and able statement made by the 
noble Lord. I had not intended to 
trouble the House to-day; 1 should 
have been very glad to have left the 
discussion of this subject in the able 
hands of my hon. friend the Member 
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hear from the noble Lord that on many 
points he agrees with the view of my 
hon. friend; but there is one point 
which has led me to desire to ask further 
explanation from the Government. 

I desire to remind the House of the 
words used by the noble Lord on Friday 
last. There is a most critical question 
for this country, for the House of Com- 
mons, and for the Government, and that is 
to know what is our military position 
at this moment in China, and what is 


{the military policy of the Government 


in that country. The noble Lord said, 
and I remarked his words with satisfac- 
tion, that— 

‘in pressing these punishments on the 
Chinese Government we had to be clear that 
we should not commit ourselves in such a way 
as to lose control over our own conduct. It 
was suggested, for example, that in order 
to enforce the wishes of Great Britain, or 
other members of the allied Powers, on the 
Chinese Government an expedition should be 
taken into the interior ot China of a warlike 
character. That, I think, would have been a 
most disastrous policy.” 


I think everyone will agree with the 
noble Lord that that would be a disastrous 
policy. Well, Sir, that was the position 
of the Government on Friday night ; 
but this morning, within a few hours of 
that statement, another statement has 
come from China, which is enforced with 
all the authority of a leading article in 
The Times, founded their corre- 
spondent’s information. I am a_ little 


on 


| surprised that the noble Lord has made 


no allusion to that information, and has 
not told us whether it is well founded 
or not. This is the statement put 
forward, that— 

“on thenext day [that is, on Saturday] Count 
von Waldersee issued a general order to the 
troops under his command directing them to 
make ready to take the field, the idea being to 
make a march into the interior in the spring.” 


Now it is of the deepest concern to this 
country to know whether that state 
ment is true, and how far the British 
Government are committed to the policy 
indicated by such an order as_ that. 
First of all, I ask, is that statement true ! 
[ would ask a second question—I will 
put a supplementary question—and that 
lis, if that statement is true, has such 
an order as that been given without 
consultation with the British Govern- 


for Barnsley, and I was very pleased to} ment ; and have the Government taken 
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any measures to ascertain the facts with 
reference to such an order, or will they 
oso? I wish also to ask whether 
they have intimated that they will be no 
parties and give no consent to a policy 
which the noble Lerd has properly 
declared to be disastrous and objection- 
able. 

There is another matter upon which 
[ do not think we have ever had a proper 
statement in this House. What is our 
military position in China as regards 
the action of ourselves and other Powers ? 
We know that Count von Waldersee 
has been accepted as General-in-Chief 
of the armies out there; but would a 
general order of the kind he has said to 
have issued apply to all the military 
forces in China or only to the troops of 
his own nationality? I want to know 
whether a general order of that kind 
would operate upon the British forces 
out there. And now I come to 
another question which lies at the root 
of the whole thing. Is it within the 
purview of the concert of Europe that 
one Power should make a military expe- 
dition into the interior of China without 
the co-operation and consent of the other 
Powers? That is a most critical ques- 
tion with reference to the whole future 
of China. I will not at present enter 
further into the discussion of this matter, 
because I am glad to know that His 
Majesty's Government are opposed to 
this policy; but I wish to have some 
assurance as to the situation in which 
we stand with reference to other 
Powers, and especially with reference to 
the action of a single Power without the 
co-operation of the others. These are 
most critical questions. We know how 
easily, without the desire, almost without 
the knowledge, of the Government we 
may be committed to some disastrous 
policy and to some more disastrous war. 
When you once begin a policy of this 
kind you may find yourselves embarked 
in another guerilla war, and in that 
guerilla war it will be well to remember 
that the population of China is more 
numerous even than that of the Boers. 
Therefore it is a matter of the most 
critical in:portance that the House of 
Commons and the country should have 
their eyes open to the dangers of the 
situation, and that before we go into 
our military Estimates, we should know 


ask 
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what is our military position in China. 
(Juite apart from questions of policy, 
there is for us, at least, a ruling considera- 
tion : that we have exhausted our military 
power in South Africa. 


Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef- 
field, Ecclesall): Not nearly. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Of 
course the hon. Member is always ready 
to go himself. But what did we hear 
from the Secretary cf State for India 
to-night ? H+ told us the numbers by 
which our forces in India have been de- 
pleted. The hon. Member is always in 
terror of Russia attacking India. What 
does he think of the statement of the 
Secretary for State! We know per- 
fectly well that you have got almost to 
the very last man in this country and 
the colonies, and you cannot afford 
another guerilla war. That is the situa- 
tion in which we stand, and we should 
proceed with prudence at least. 

I was very glad to hear the language 
of the noble Lord as to the relations of 
this country with Russia. He did not 
pander to the desire to inflame the 
animosity of nations. He said the Go- 
vernment has dealt with this Chinese 
question in a spirit of friendly negotia- 
tion with Russia, and you may depend 
upon it that this question cannot be 
solved without the greatest disaster un- 
less this country is acting in friendly and 
reasonable co-operation with Russia, who 
has so many thousand miles of frontier 
conterminous with China, where your 
fleet cannot be and her armies can. 
Therefore, no Government with any 
sense of reason, caution, or prudence 
will ever deal with the Chinese question 
except in the spirit which I am glad to 
hear from the noble Lord governs the 
relations between this country and 
Russia. What I am thinking of at 
present is the danger which may occur 
from a want of a thorough understand- 
ing of our military position in China, 
and how far it may be compromised by 
the action of any of the other Powers. 
Therefore I have ventured to ask for 
some further information from the 
Government as to what are the commit- 
ments and liabilities we may incur in 
consequence of our military situation in 
China 
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»* Viscount CRANBORNE: 
with the leave of the House, reply to the 
right hon. Gentleman. I have to say 
with regard to the question he has put 
that, so far as we are aware, there is 
no foreign Government wanting to 
make an expedition into the interior of 
China, and I need not say that if such 
were in contemplation, certainly our 
Commander would require the instruc- 
tions of the Government before consent- 
ing to go. Perhaps the right hon. Gen- 
tleman will forgive me for saying that 
his speech illustrates the great difficulty 
of answering without notice a very large 
number of categorical questions. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: The 
noble Lord will forgive me for saying 
that this is my only opportunity. After 
to-day he will not be able to answer my 
question. 


*Viscount CRANBORNE: Ifthe right 
hon.Gentleman will be so good as to revert 
to the much-abused method of putting 
questions on the Paper, I will endeavour 
to give a categorical reply to the several 
points that have been raised. 


*Mr. WYLIE (Dumbartonshire) : Hav- 
ing already spoken on this subject in 
December, I shall confine my few re- 
marks within as narrow limits as possible. 
Let me associate myself with the remarks 
that have fallen from my right hon. 
friend the Member for West Monmouth- 
shire, with respect to the speech of the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs. Nothing could better illustrate 
the unassailable position the Government 
occupies in connection with the question 
of China than this debate and previous 
debates in the House of Commons. 
During the elections sweeping statements 
were made by Liberal orators as to the 
weakness and futility of the Govern- 
ment’s policy in China, and when the 
House met in December, the hon. Mem- 
ber for Barnsley brought forward a 
strong Amendment to the Address dealing 
with this question, but from a comparison 
of that Amendment with this which he 
has now brought before the House,tf it Ie 


+ Thehon. Member for Barnsley had on the 
Paper notice of the following Amendment to 
the Address :—‘ And we humbly represent to 


‘COMMONS! 


| 





the King’s Speech. 389 


I shall, | clear to me that his criticisms are being 


gradually reduced to the vanishing 
point. In addition to having withdrawn 
his Amendment, he has gone the length 
of congratulating the Government on 
having been able to preserve the concert 
of the Powers and to settle the basis ot 
negotiations for concluding peace with 
the Chinese Government, and I am of 
opinion that the more the hon. Mem- 
ber realises the vast difficulties con- 
nected with the Chinese problem, and 
the more he becomes acquainted with 
what the Government has actually done 
to preserve the rights and privileges of 
British subjects in China the more will 
he be inclined to diminish criticism and 
to increase congratulations. I noted 
with pleasure that the hon. Member had 
entirely deleted that clause in his former 
Amendment which urged that no de- 
mand should be made on the Chinese 
Government for the punishment of 
Chinese officials which could not be 
equally imposed in the case of a European 
Power; but I regret very much that in 
the course of his speech he should have 
stated that his sympathies were entirely 
with the Chinese, that the rising of the 
Chinese was a patriotic rising, and that 
it was hypocrisy on the part of western 
civilisation to make a demand for the 
decapitation of Chinese princes and 
generals. The hon. Member should re- 
member that those men whom he seeks 
in some measure to protect have been 
guilty, consciously guilty, not only of the 


measures should be taken for the safeguarding 
of the vast commercial and political interests 
of the British Empire in China, and that in 
connection with the settlement following the 
recent hostilities reparation should be sought 
inincreased facilities for trade rather than by 
a money indemnity.”—This Amendment he 
did not move, for the reason stated at the com- 
mencement of his speech on 15th February. 
The Amendment proposed by the hon. Member 
on 7th December, 1900, was as follows :—“ And 
we humbly represent to your Majesty that it is 
essential that more adequate measures should 
be taken for the safeguarding of the vast com- 
mercial and political interests of the British 
Empire in China ; and we further humbly sub- 
mit that no demand should he made on the 
Chinese Government for the punishment of 
Chinese officials which would not be equally 
imposed in the case of a European Power, and 
also that reparation should be sought in in- 
creased facilities to trade rather than bya 
money indemnity.”—For the discussion on 
this Amendment, see The Parliamentary 
Debates [Fourth Series], Vol. Ixxxviii, 


your Majesty that it is essential that adequate _ page 303. 
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most flagrant breaches of international | satisfaction at the vigour and resolution 
rights, but of treacheries and atrocities} with which the Government persevere 
which have been perpetrated on the in such well advised measures for the 
Christian population, both European and | purpose of preserving the concert of the 
native. Many Europeans, and some | Powers to secure peace in China, and of 
natives, put themselves under the special increasing all our commercial advantages 
protection of some of these officials, never|in that country. I feel quite certain 
for one moment doubting that their | that the country will thoroughly acknow- 
respect for international rights and trea-|ledge the good service which has been 
ties would cause them to use their in- done to them in this important point. 
fluence on the side of justice and 
humanity, instead of which they used) Mr. C. E. H. HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
their position for the purpose of inflicting | E.): I think the House of Commons and 
severe tortures, and often a lingering | the Under Secretary of State are to be 
death, upon those who had sought pro- | congratulated upon the moderate ten- 
tection, and whom they were bound to | dency of the speech to which we listened 
protect. I think that this House will} betore dinner. The speech marks a very 
support the action which has been taken | great advance upon anything the country 
by the British Government and by the has been told up to the present by any 
allied Powers in insisting that condign | Minister as to the policy of the Govern- 
punishment should be inflicted upon | ment in China. 
those cruel, treacherous, and cowardly 
miscreants, not for revenge, but for the Attention called to the fact that forty 
purpose of preventing a repetition of such | Members were not present. House 
atrocities, and for the purpose of securing counted, and forty Members being found 
the safety of the Christian population in, present 
China, whether European or native, tor 
all time coming. Mr. U. E. H. HOBHOUSE (con- 
There is one other point, and only one, tinuing): The Under Secretary on 
to which I wish to refer at the present Friday last said that the Oppo- 
tine. When I spoke in December last, , sition did not realise what was 
| sought to impress upon the Under the avowed policy of the Government. 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs that, in| That was not unnatural, because at that 
the settlement which is being made in| moment the Government had avowed no 
China, it is of vital importance to arrange | policy at all; the only policy with which 
that all duties leviable on goods imported | we were acquainted was a policy of reti- 
into China should be rigorously confined cence and very great reluctance to have 
to the ports of entry, that they should anything said about events in China, 
there be levied under the superinten-| either in this House or in the country. 
dence of European officials, that they But to-day the Under Secretary tells us, 
should be of sufficient amount to enable what we already knew, that there is an 
the Chinese Government properly to absolute right in the House of Commons 
pay the officials, and to meet the purposes to know all that was going on, and I am 
of administration, and that the likin, bound to say he did give us some infor- 
consisting of extortionate exactions mation, which was certainly of a satis- 
which have been charged, and which factory kind. In the first place, he told 
lave been the greatest hindrance to us that the questions of indemnities, 
British commerce, should be absolutely | duties, the Shan-hai-kwan Railway, and 
and for ever abolished. I am very glad Manchuria had obtained the lively inte- 
that the noble Lord the Under Secretary rest of the Government. Not un- 
his shown us that the Government naturally, he tried to make out for the 
are fully aware of the importance Government of which he isa member a 
ofthis question, and that they are taking position as strong as could be claimed for 
every step to have such a measure in- it; but 1 venture to say he took an 
duded among the stipulations with the unduly favourable estimate of the posi- 
Chinese Government. In conclusion let tion of Englind in China at the } resent 
me say that the mercantile community moment. The Chinese G vernment and 
of this country especially feel much people are peculiarly susceptible to what 
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may be called “ prestige,” and we have a] Russian Government to withdraw their 
means of getting to know the sort of | forces at once, and it need not have been 
estimation in which the Chinese Govern- | necessary to obtain the sanction or the 
ment and people hold this country and | consent not merely of the Russian Govern- 
its Government just now. A proposal| ment, but of the German Government, 
was made by the Chinese Government to | and, as was finally revealed to us a day or 
send an envoy to offer their condolences | two ago, of the Japanese Government, to 
to His Majesty upon the death of the late | the restoration of our own property to 
Queen. The envoy selected for this pur-| our own Government. We are not told 
pose was not a prince of the Imperial the exact terms upon which this railway 
House ; he was not even a person holding | is eventually to be handed back. We are 
a distinguished position in the Chinese | told that one part has already been 
Government ; he was what is called a} handed back, but with regard to the 
Literary Chancellor—a position ejual to | other part the Under Secretary did not 
that of a Viceroy. But the person’ like to commit himself. But he did tell 
deputed by the Chinese Government to us that the Russian Government had 
offer to the German Emperor condo-| what he called “taken charge of the 
lences for the murder of his envoy is not a | rolling stock of this railway.” What does 
Literary Chancellor—whatever that may | that mean? If it means that they have 
be—but a prince of the highest rank. | commandeered for their own permanent 
That is a very significant comment on the| use the rolling stock of this British com- 
difference in the estimation in which the| pany and British undertaking, surely we 
German Government and the British | havea right to ask that they shall replace 
Government are held by the Chinese | that rolling stock, or, at all events, refund 
Government. 'the money it will cost the railway to 
The Under Secretary of State for| restore it. With regard to this railway, 
Foreign Affairs, in support of the policy | the Under Secretary told us that he had 
of the Government, and as a proof of the| the definite assurance of the Russian 
vigour and spirit of that policy, told us| Government. But it is not the first time 
that they had been fortunate enough to| that we have had equally definite—— 
propose language which was acceptable | 
to all persons concerned with regard to| *ViscounT CRANBORNE: Perhaps 
the proposals made by the various Powers | the hon. Gentleman will excuse me. | 
concerned to China. But that language| am not sure that | made myself quite 
has never been divulged to us; we are} clear. Not only have we the definite 
ignorant of the terms of the proposals. | assurance of the Russian Government 
All we were told was that it was a pro-| that they would evacuate it, but they 
posal embodied under thirteen or four-| have already done so, and have handed 
teen heads, and, therefore, a very lengthy | it over to the German Government, who 
document. 1| think we have a right to| are about to hand it over to us. 
be told something more than that. Nine | 
months have elapsed since these dis-| Mr. C. E. H. HOBHOUSE: ‘That 
turbances began, and all we know is that| is a rather roundabout way of getting 
the proposals of the Government are| hold of property which belongs to your- 
voluminous. The Under Secretary took | self. I suppose that this process was 
credit to himself for what he told the} gone through in order to save the face 
House, but | think that what he did not} of the Russian Government. But what 
tell us was even more marked. With| 1 want to know is whether the other part 
regard to the Shan-hai-kwan Railway, he| of the railway, and also the rolling 
told us that it was occupied by the) stock, are going to be handed back to us 
Russians without authority. What does! as well. Has the Under Secretary got 
he mean by that? If this railway was permission from the German Govern- 
occupied by the Russian forces without} ment and from the Japanese Govern: 
the authority of the general ofticer com-| ment to get this property back also, 
manding them or without the authority | or has this been made a sort of saving 
of the Government which commands} clause by which the Russian Govern- 
that general officer, surely it would not} ment are to recoup themselves the cost 
have been very difficult to induce * of repairing the railway, which they 
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did with the property of the railway 
company itself? The Under Secretary 
failed to explain how it is that other 
nations can at the present moment 
protect their commercial undertakings 
and their industrial concerns with much 
greater promptitude than the English 
Government. It is in the recollection 
of the country that we stopped a mail 
steamer and examined its cargo in 
Delagoa Bay during the disturbances 
in South Africa. We at once got from 
the German Government a Note couched 
in very grave terms. And that Note 
was not delivered in secret, as most of 
the communications of our Govern- 
ment are, but it was made public to the 
world that the German Government 
would stand no nonsense when indus- 
trial concerns were at stake. But we 
allow a whole railway, costing some- 
thing like 24 millions, to be taken fron 
us by another nation and to be retained 
for a very long time, and eventually 
we go through a very prolonged process 
to get back our own property. It may 
be very satisfactory to get it back eventu- 
ally, but the methods I venture to 
characterise as extremely unsatisfactory. 
With regard to Manchuria, the Under 
Secretary tells us that he has a guarantee. 
I did not gather whether that was a 
written or a verbal guarantee. 


*ViscounT CRANBORNE: 


think I said guarantee. 


I do not 


Mr. C. E. H. HOBHOUSE: Well, 
an assurance. Is it a written or a verbal 
assurance that the occupation of Man- 
churia is a mods vivendi under which 
order is to be restored? In the course 
of restoring order I gather that a great 
number of the Chinese officials have, as 
the noble Lord phrased it, “ disappeared.” 


*Viscount CRANBORNE: No doubt 
it is my fault, but the hon. Gentleman is 
mixing up the question of Manchuria 
with some phrase which I dropped about 
Niu-chwang. As to Manchuria, we ap- 
plied to our own representative at 
St. Petersburg, and it is on his infor- 
mation that I have made that statement 
to the House. As to Niu-chwang, 
I explained in detail that the state of 
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sorry if I misrepresented the noble Lord, 
but I want to insist upon my point. 
Is that assurance that this modus vivendi 
is not an actual or a virtual protectorate 
|a@ written or a verbal assurance? Has 
it been communicated to our Ambas- 
‘sador in St. Petersburg in writing or 
by word of mouth, because unless it 
has been communicated in writing 
there is great danger that at some future 
date there may be representations by 
the Russian Government that our Am- 
bassador misunderstood the tenour of 
the communication, and that the pro- 
tectorate which undoubtedly has been 
established in Manchuria is not be to 
merely temporary but permanent. It 
is significant to note in this respect 
‘that both the great French newspapers, 
who are not unfriendly judges of the 
conduct and attitude of the Russian 
Government, have spoken of the tenure 
of Manchuria as an actual and virtual 
occupation of the country, in direct 
contradistinction to the assurance which 
the noble Lord has been so happy to re- 
ceive. In regard to Manchuria, the 
noble Lord said on Friday night that 
with reference to trade in that country 
there was no exclusion at the present 
moment. That is naturally the case, 
because foreign merchandise is brought 
into Manchuria from America or Europe 
oversea. That condition of things can- 
not long obtain, because at no distant 
‘date Manchuria will be joined to the 
tussian Empire by a continuous line of 
railway. As soon as the necessity no 
longer exists it will be no longer 
necessary to keep the door open which 
is now left ajar; the door may be 
slammed at any moment upon the not 
unnatural ground that it is no longer 
necessary. Therefore, when the noble 
Lord tells us that exclusion of foreign 
merchandise does not exist in Manchuria, 
that answer may be sufficient for to-day, 
but I venture to say that it is not ade- 
quate for to-morrow. It may be im- 
possible for the noble Lord to answer 
the various points I have endeavoured 
to raise. I remember that the President 
of the Local Government Board when 
addressing his constituents some months 
ago told them that in reference to China 


things is not so serious as some hon. | they must not ask too much from the 
Gentlemen seem to imagine. 


Government. 


I venture to say that 
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that is a very unsatisfactory answer, 
coming from a member of the Ministry, 
upon a question so important as this. 
We do not ask too much of the noble 
Lord and the Government, but we do 
ask that full consideration of the trade 
and interests, whether commercial or 
political, of this country shall be given 
by the Government, and we have some 
indication—and | venture to congratu- 
late the noble Lord upon it—that these 
matters have not altogether slipped from 
his memory. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- 
ford): I wish to address myself to the 
Report of the Commission upon the Army 
Medical Corps in South Africa. I think 
everyone will admit that that Report 
has not succeeded in satisfying the ex- 
pectation of those who desired its appoint- 
ment. No one desired that an unmeasured 
amount of blame should be cast upon 
the heads of the Army Medical Depart- 
ment, but it was intended that more 
impartial and non-departmental evidence 
should be thoroughly examined into, 
I think it will be admitted that there 
has not been a sufficient amount of 
entirely unbiased and disinterested in- 
quiry into the subject. Official views 
have invariably been given greater weight 
to than non-official, The Commission 
seems to have followed the example 
set by many others, and its Report 
condemns and yet seeks for excuses, 
it blames and yet exculpates, it com- 
plains and yet praises. Reading between 
the lines, it seems as though the Commis- 
sioners were fully conscious that there 
had been a great deal of blundering and 
mismanagement, and yet they were 
most unwilling to fix the responsibility, 
and where in any case they felt obliged 
to do so, they proceed to find extenuating 
circumstances. Whichever way one looks 
at the Report, | think anyone will admit 
that a most lamentable state of affairs 
is palpably disclosed, and the whole con- 
sideration of the case seems to fall natur- 
ally under three headings : (1) the staff 
of the Royal Army Medical Corps, (2) their 
methods of management, and (3) the 
question of their position in time of war 
with respect to the difficulties of trans- 
port and responsibility. The provision 
of transport has been made in such 
a manner as to make the efficiency of 
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this department totally inadequate. [ 
‘think it will be admitted that in the 
first place the personnel is woefully 
deficient, certainly in numbers, and it 
is to be feared, in many cases, in the 
special medical and surgical knowledge 
which is absolutely necessary for a staff 
of that kind which has to deal with 
large bodies of men employed in the field 
fighting against anenemy. Leaving aside 
the question of an increase of the em- 
, ployment of nurses—although it seems 
to be generally agreed that there was 
_room for many more even at the base 
hospitals—there is no doubt that there 
were not enough surgeons employed. 
And what is the reason of this! | 
think the reason is to be found in the 
fact that the Royal Army Medical Corps is 
most unpopularamongst medical students 
as compared with the Navy, for in the 
Navy any number of surgeons can_ be 
obtained, whereas it is impossible to get 
enough to serve in the Army. Long 
before the war began it is a fact that the 
War Department went to all the schools 
of medical science in the COUNLTS and 
begged for surgeons. There were then 
more vacancies than applicants, competi- 
tion was reduced to an absolute farce, 
and the Army Medical Department 
were compelled to take on anybody 
who could be induced to go out to South 
Africa. This state of things does not 
exist in the Navy, which is a most popular 
service with medical men, and therefore 
there must be something radically 
wrong. 
I think that the only remedy that 
we can hope for is the appointment 
of a strong Committee, consisting of 
representatives from both sides of the 
House, which should at least contain 
one or two men from the younger mem- 
| bers of the teaching staffs of our medical 
‘schools, and this committee should 
| have full power to examine all these 
questions on oath. It should have the 
widest scope of inquiry, and be allowed 
to suggest practical remedies. A remedy 
is urgent, and should be found with as 
little delay as possible. There is no 
need to wait till the war is over. This 
Department was in a state of chaos before 
the war, and I think that its working 
during the last eighteen months has ex- 
| posed its inefficiency to the whole world. 
[ think everyone will admit that with- 
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out the help of the civil surgeons our 
position would have been perfectly 
hopeless. Here we have established 
at a moment's notice one of the very 
finest volunteer forces that the country 
could wish for. Why should it be done 
away with even at the end of the war ? 
It is possible to establish a really efficient 
Army Medical Reserve. 

I would suggest a plan on these lines: 
that young surgeons having no practice 
to go to immediately after passing their 
examinations might be induced, by 
paying them a certain amount per annum 

-say, for a year or eighteen months 
—to join a course of instruction 
which would fit them for the Army. 
Let them study military surgery and 
sanitation, and then join the Reserve. 
| would suggest that they be paid so 
much for the first five years, and that 
the country should have a call upon 


them for their services should occasion | 


arise. They might be called upon to 
give a month every year for training for 
manoeuvres for five years, and then be 
under an obligation to do service in some 
Volunteer medical corps, with liability 
to volunteer for home service for ten 
years. You would then have a body of 
men capable of fulfilling the duties which 
an ordinary medical training does not 
give to the surgeon who is called upon 
at the present time to serve in the field. 
lf this were done, we should get an effi- 
client corps of medical men, in case of 
emergency, to fill the places of those 
civil surgeons who are now in South 
Africa, and whose training is not what 
it ought to be. Such officers would 
always possess the merit of being up to 
date in medical and sanitary science. It 
always has been and is now a great com- 
plaint among the members of the Royal 
\rmy Medical Corps that they can sel- 
dom get leave to go and study any new 
systems and processes at the great 
hospitals in times of peace. They are 
afforded no opportunity by which they 
can make themselves proficient. I think 
an arrangement could be made by which 
our troops at home could be treated in 
our hospitals in times of peace, and some 
ot the senior medical officers might join 
the hospital staff. This, at any rate, 
would keep them up to their work, pre- 
serve the connection with their profession, 
and save a large amount of money to the, 
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nation. One of the most necessary 
things we shall undoubtedly have to do 
in the future is to procure and attract a 
larger number of recruits for service in 
the Army. To accomplish this success- 
fully you must provide proper treatment 
ior these men in sickness and when 
wounded, and, unless more care is 
taken by a court of inquiry than has 
been taken by the one which has 
just reported, | am afraid it will militate 
against the enlistment of many soldiers 
who would have joined the Army if 
proper medical treatment was assured. 
Unless you provide for the alleviation of 
suffering at the same time, you cannot 
hope to enlist sympathy for the service 
which has so woefully broken down in its 
administration. ‘he country does not 
blame the Government for its work in 
South Africa, but what it will demand 
in the future is that we should put the 
whole thing on a proper, sound basis; 
and unless we provide an efficient medical 
staff for our Army I am quite confident 
that the country will think that this 
Parliament has been lacking in its duty. 


*Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): I 
desire to draw the attention of the House 
to what I consider the omissions in which 
there is practically no reference to the 
country which Gentlemen on_ these 
benches represent in this House. I cer- 
tainly think that His Majesty’s advisers 
did not do their duty towards their 
Sovereign in recommending that he 
should be asked to take the formal Oath 
which was administered to him at the 
opening of this session of Parliament. 
That Oath, I think, can be regarded in 
no other light by hon. Gentlemen on 
these benches than as an insult of a very 
gross character to the religion they pro- 
fess. In fact, I think that even amongst 
supporters of His Majesty's Government 
who profess that religion it was a very 
great straining of their allegiance to ask 
them to stand by and hear the tenets 
which they hold as more sacred than any 
other in this world described in terms 
of opprobrium and reproach. I learn 


that the coronation ceremony of His 
Majesty is to be deferred for nearly a 
year, and [ trust that better counsels 
will prevail between this and that event, 
‘and that we shall have this most re 
proachful declaration concerning ou 
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religion eliminated from the coronation 
ceremony of the King of this country. 

On these benches we also feel a great 
disappointment as to the terms of His 
Majesty’s Address to Parliament. I said 
at the beginning that my complaint was 
more in regard to what was omitted 
than for any promise given in that 
Speech. We have been promised a 
measure to facilitate the purchase of 
land in Ireland. 1 believe it is nearly 
fourteen 
facilitating the purchase of land in Ire- 
land was first instituted. I think the 
Ashbourne Act was passed about 1885, 
and other Acts have been since passed 
for the purpose of facilitating the trans- 
fer of land from the landlords to the 
tenants in Ireland. But in spite of all 
the machinery that you have set up for 
this purpose by Acts passed in this House, 
you have practically only touched the 
fringe of the settlement of the land ques- 
tion in Ireland. Out of 600,000 oceupy- 
ing tenants who hold land from landlords 
in Ireland—although these Land Acts 
have been fifteen years in operation— 
barely 50,000 have become owners of 
their own homesteads, and that has been 
done under conditions as favourable as 
any which ean be contemplated in the 
future in any Act or Bill of a voluntary 
nature to be brought forward by this 
Ilouse. We are told now that the Gov- 
ernment are to introduce a Bill of a 
voluntary nature which will leave things 
practically as they are, but which will, 
to some extent, facilitate the operations 
ot the 40th section of the Act of 1896, 
Perhaps it is an act of supererogation 
to repeat from these benches that we 
wish His Majesty's Government to know 
once and for all that the only possible 
settlement of this question is to be at- 
tained not by tinkering at it with these 
voluntary measures or by introducing 
measures to smooth legal difficulties, 
but by passing a comprehensive and 
statesmanlike measure for compulsory 
land purchase for the benefit of the 
people of Ireland. In a few days this 
House will be called upon to consider 
the operation of these Acts by an Amend- 
ment to the Address before the House. 
[t is very little short ot a farce upon the 
carrying out of the law when we remem- 
ber the way in which the head Land 
Commission and the Sub-Commission 
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conduct the business of the country in 
Ireland. The head Land Commission 
consists of such refined gentlemen 
that they cannot condescend to visit 
towns like Longford where most of the 
business of the Commission lies, and 
they insist upon the unfortunate liti- 
gants, who have little money to spend, 
bringing up their witnesses and solicitors 
to Dublin for the purpose of having 
their cases tried. They shall hear more 
of this question in the immediate 
future. 

My principal object in standing up 
this evening is to express the feeling of 
disappointment which I feel at the in- 
action of the Government in regard to 
what may be calledj the social ills 


of Ireland. It is true that the right 
hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary 
for Ireland has been touring exten- 


sively in the west of Ireland, and | 
do hope that some good will come from 
the enlightenment which this travelling 
will confer upon him. I do think that 
the Government can do everything 
that is needful for the condition of Ire- 
land, but they are sadly lacking in 
seizing the golden opportunity of once 
and for all settling the great and complex 
question of the land in Ireland. Neither 
landlord nor tenant is satisfied with the 
present state of things, and to no person 
in that country has the present tribunal 
given satisfaction. We in this House 
are called upon from time to time to 
vote large sums of money for the ex- 
penses of this Commission. We are 
called upon to find indirectly expenses 
which are kept up for the purpose of 
carrying on the work of this Commission. 
I must say that I think to a very large 
extent the money which has been poured 
out for that purpose has been wasted, 
and it is money which, if it had been 
capitalised and utilised for the direct 
transference of land instead of being 
used through these legal channels, would 
have been much more efficiently applied. 
There are a great number of gentlemen 
upon the Commission whose only quali- 
fication is that thev have served their 
time in the rent office of some great 
landlord. It is expecting too much of 
the tenant farmers of Ireland to expect 
that they can have confidence in a Com- 
mission so constituted, or to expect that 
the training which these gentlemen 
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have received could otherwise than bias 
them in the interest of the landlords 
whom they formerly served. 

I do not wish to occupy the time of 
the House at any great length, but 
before I sit down I desire to associate 
myself as fully as possible with the re- 
marks of my colleagues sitting on these 
benches as regards the war in South 
Africa. I have heard speeches from the 
opposite side of the House commenting 
in anything but favourable terms upon 
the manner in which the war has been 
conducted. The hon. Gentleman whe has 
just sat down has, in a mild way, depre- 
eated the manner in which the medical 
staff, sent out to look after the wounded 
in this unfortunate war, have done their 
duty inattending to thesick and wounded. 
Iconfess that I have very little sympathy 
with Gentlemen on the opposite side 
of the House, because what we find is 
that although they mildly deprecate 
these errors or mistakes, when it becomes 
a question of supporting the policy of 
the war they are invariably found in 
the Government lobby. This war ques- 
tion with us is one of pounds, shillings, 
and pence. We who represent the Irish 
people here have protested, so far as it 
lies in our power, against this war. 
From time to time, and on every possible 
occasion, we have raised our voices in 
solemn protest and warning against 
the war, but although our constitu- 
tional voice has been so expressed, the 
solid fact stares us in the face that every 
pound of extra taxation which you put 
on this kingdom will have to be borne 
in its proportion, and in its over pro- 
portion, by the already overtaxed people 
of Ireland. We have been complaining 
here session after session of your treat- 
ment of us in the matter of taxation. 
We have complained time after time 
fruitlessly that you are overtaxing us 
under ordinary conditions to the extent 
of between £2,000,000 and £3,000,000 
per annum. When this war started 
we were told that it was to be over in 
two or three months, and I recollect 
that vour first Vote was for £10,000,000, | 
which was supposed to be ample for the 
purpose of concluding the war. Since 
then what have we seen ? 
the Secretary of State for War and other 
Ministers have come down here and 


asked for millions in addition, and at | 
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\the end of last session you had drawn 
no less than £63,000,000 to carry on 
a war which you told this House would 
not cost more than £10,000,000. What 
is the state of things with which this 
country now finds itself face to face ? 
Is it not a fact that there are already 
preparations going on to bring before 
this House demands for the enormous 
sum of £70,000,000 to finish this war, 
and out of this enormous sum of 
£113,000,000 Ireland will be called upon 
to pay her proportion. Notwithstand- 
ing that Ireland has protested all along 
through her constitutional representa- 
tives against the war on grounds of 
humanity and justice, she will neverthe- 
less be called upon and forced to pay 
to the extent of one-eleventh of that 
large sum. I say that as we find our- 
selves circumstanced at present, it is al- 
most a farce to require the attendance 
of representatives from Ireland at the 
epening of Parliament, because you 
ignore our constitutional when 
it is raised, and you compel us to bear 
more than our just share of the burden 
which you have imposed upon us against 
On grounds of humanity we 
have also opposed this war. I was read- 
ing in some of the Irish local papers 
letters from some of your own officers 
complaining of house-burning and of 
driving practically to utter starvation 
and destitution women and children 
in South Africa who were unable to 
resist your soldiery. You have, I think, 
some reason to find cause for pause in 
the present course to which you have 
This is a huge and a 
mighty Empire. It is your boast that 
the sun never sets upon it. I daresay 
that if such things as newspapers were 
printed in the days of Julius Cesar and 
the Roman Emperors, they might have 
said that the great Roman Empire of 
their day was a great commercial Empire, 
and that it was utterly impossible that 
it could be overturned. But the more 
wealth accumulated, the more corrupt 
did its ruling classes become, and the 
more certain and terrible was the day 
of retribution which overtook it for the 
liberation of mankind. I say, as a 
humble Member of Parliament, that 
as this happened to the great Roman 
Empire, have a care that it does not 
also take place with the British Empire. 


Third Day. 


voice 


our will. 


set yourselves. 
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Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE 
Boroughs): I should like to support | 
what has fallen from my hon. friend | 
behind me in regard to one point. It is 
one satisfactory feature in connection 
with the debates in South Africa that 
no one seems to have got a good word 
for the Government. Whether they 
approve of or condemn the war, they are 
all agreed on this one point: that the 
Government have made every possible 
under they could make from any and 
every point of view. In every sort of 
ease with a legitimate grievance to re- 
dress, with every demand for the exten- 
sion of freedom in the Transvaal, the 
Government have so conducted the con- 
troversy as to have ranged against them 
every friend of freedom throughout the 
world, outside Great Britain. And when 
you come to the war itself, though they 
have the resources of the wealthiest 
Empire which the world has ever seen 
to draw upon, they have so directed 
their operations that their own soldiers 
have been  half-starved, stricken _ by 
disease, and have died by thousands 
from the sheer lack of the simplest 
appliances. Who could say a good word 
for a Government responsible for such 
a terrible position of affairs ! 

But there is some difficulty for anyone, 
especially for one who tikes the view 
which I do of the war, in criticising this 
Government. Whatever we may say 
is misconstrued. We are said to be 
encouraging the Boers. [Ministerial 
cheers.| I observe that that statement 
is accepted by hon. Members on the 
other side of the House. But let me 
ask, has anything been said by any 
Member on this side of the House which 
tends to encourage the Boers half as 
much as some of the things I have heard 
from Unionist Members, and which I 
have seen in the Unionist press? I 
suppose that the same canons of inter- 
pretation will be applied to the speeches 


of the Prime Minister and the Secretary 


for War as are applied to our speeches. 
Take, for instance, the pessimistic speech 
of the Prime Minister. We are told that 
the Boers read our speeches and conduct 
their campaigns accordingly ; but if so, 
they also read the speeches of the Prime 
Minister, who has said to them: * Do not 
be disheartened; we have only been 


{COMMONS} 


(Carnarvon | sixteen months in trying to subdue you, 


| conquer 


‘troops. they 


conveyed to 
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whereas the Confederates in America 
held out for four years.” Therefore, 
the Boers say, “Let us take heart of 
grace and go on; we are only just 
beginning.” But the Secretary for War 


says, “I can go one better. It took 
the North four years, indeed, to 


the Confederates, but what 
about Spain and the Cubans? The 
Cubans were half-castes,they had nothing 
like your equipment—you have the best 
equipped army imaginable—and they 
did not conduct their campaign half so 
skilfully as you. Yet with only 30,000 
held out for ten years 


against the Spaniards with 250,000 


troops. So do not be discouraged.’ 
And what about the Unionist press? 


If anything appears in the Liberal press 
favourable tothe Boers it is said “ What a 
wild, traitorous press it is!” But take 
what I have seen in respectable, patriotic 
journals in London. They have within 
the past few weeks been pointing out 
that our troops are war-worn, jaded, and 
with no fight left in them. Really it is 
time that high-minded patriots began 
to work up indignant fury against the 
violent pro-Boer utterances of the Prime 
Minister and the Secretary for War. 
And really I do not what the 
Colonial Secretary is about. What has 
he been doing? He has fulminated 
against the Stop-the-War party, and yet 
he has talked about terms of peace and 
fair and generous treatment. Why, 
these are the shibboleths of pro-Boerism, 
as I understand it. We dare not refer 
to these without being told that we are 
encouraging the Boers. Why should the 
Colonial Secretary refer to them? He 
has played many parts in his time. He 
has joined every party. Is it possible 
that he is going to crown his career by 
once more returning to the pro-Beer 
party, of which he was the most shining 
and conspicuous ornament 2? Really this 
pro-Boerism which is developing on the 
ind it is 


know 


other side is most lamentable 
ime we should eradicate it ' 
After all, which is the more likely to 
encourage the Boers, and to afford them 
an incentive to desperate fighting—the 
knowledge that there are men who are 
prepared to plead for their fair and 
generous treatment, or the knowledge 
them by the Frime 
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Minister, 

others, 

if they surrender? What is it t| 
‘Not a shred of independence.” 


‘“we are to be masters ” 
servants. | Minis- 


More than that, 


and they are to be 


terial cries of “ No, no!’ Well, if one 
man is master, somebody must be ser- 
yant. More than that, the Estimates 


vote by 
Imperial 
farms. 

come to 
are delighted to see 
right hon. and hon. Gentlemen on the 
other side beginning to discuss the 
possibility of terms—just what we have 
been urging for many months past. 
| think the opinion of the country is 
that whatever the blunder of going to 
war was, the still greater blunder was 
not to have offered terms when we 
captured Pretoria. 


provide for a 
placing 15,000 
settlers on Boer 
induce the Boers to 
But after all we 


Yeoman as 
Is it likely to 


tunity was lost, possibly for ever. But 
what are the terms which are offered 2? 
There is no substantial difference, as I 


understand, between the two sides of 
the House as to what should constitute 
the ultimate te settlement. You 
them the fullest measure of 
of the right to govern their 
affairs in their own country.” 
The right hon. the Colonial Secretary 
said, “ Yes, that is my view as well; 
but in the meantime I will set up a 
colony.” Of course, you 
beat the Boers, once you capture the last 
you can dictate your own 
But the question now is, what 
done to curtail the war, to avert 
and to stop this terrible bloodshed and 
meantime. Does any- 


rms ot 
su, : (live 
autononty, 
own 


Crow n once 
colin indo, 
terms. 
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Parliament for | 


terms 2 | 
'that if their 


Then a great oppor- | 
fo) 


| now, and the same right hon. 


the King’s Speech. 400 


the Secretary for War, and | breaking into his neighbour’s territory 
of what they are to expect | upon the strength of a letter which he 


or his confederates forged. Nothing 
dishonourable in that! If there is no- 
thing dishonourable in that there is no- 
thing dishonourable in breaking a pledge 


given to the Boers. I do not believe 
that they will trust any statesman 
who has laid that down as his canon 


of honour. But there is more than that. 
We gave this pledge to the Boers before 
—in 1852, and certainly in 1877. Then 
we made a solemn promise to the Boers 
territory was annexed we 
restore to them self-government, 
broke that pledge. We asked 
them to take the same promise again, 
and to lay down their arms and submit 
to us. Besides, ignorant as the Boers 
may be, they probably have heard of 
other countries where we promised to 
restore to their inhabitants self-govern- 
ment after a due interregnum. They 
are not soignorant not to know that Egypt 
is in Africa, in the same continent as their 
own country; and what has happened 
there? We entered Egypt and occupied 
that territory on the most solemn assur- 


would 
but we 


ances given not only to the people of 
Egypt, but to Europe, that we would 
restore to it self-government. [An Hon. 
Member: Mr. Gladstone.| Mr. Glad- 


stone! Who was a member of Mr. 
Gladstone's Ministry which gave that 
assurance ? The same right hon. Gen- 


tleman who is offering the same pledge 
Contleman 
e Should 


who has since advocated that w 


stick to Egypt and break our former 


one believe that the Boers will lay down | 


their 


pledge. How can you expect the Boers, 
remembering all that, to trust to a bare 
pledge? One thing is certain : not the 


statesman who is responsible for that 
pledge, nor any other Member of this 
| House will say that the Boers have not 
some reason to be suspicious pit to 
| doubt when we ask them to lay down 
their arms with the only security that 
they must trust absolutely Lo British 


faith in regard to what may happen in 


| the future. 


arms merely in orde r to be governed 
irom Downing Street, upon an indefi- 
nite promise, with no time fixed, that at 
ome time or other, when the Govern- 
ment for the time being think tit to | 
do so, they will restore sel government 
to the Boers ? \\ hat 1 the guarantee 
that that promise is to be carried 
out? Let us have perfect, open plain 
speaking about the matter. This is 


altogether a question of trust and con- 
fidence ; the Boers have to lay 


down | 


their arms, trusting in the words of the | 


statesman who in this House said there | beyond 
was nothing dishonourable in a man | ' ‘Hear, hear :’ 


There is another reason why, at the 
present moment, it is exceedingly difficult 
to arrange peace with the Boers. ites 
conduct of the war during the past si 
or nine months has exasperated his 
measure. [Hon. MEMBERs : 
and Ministerial laughter. } 

Third Day. 
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Hon. Members see nothing except what is 
matter for merriment in the burning of 
Boer homes and the turning of women 
and children into the wilderness! As 


long as that spirit remains I despair of | 


any terms being made with the Boers. 
Some doubt has been cast on the state- 
ments made in regard to the burning of 
farms. The noble Lord who represents 
the War Office stated last week that the 
farm-burning had taken place as a 
punishment for treachery. There is no 
one here who is going to criticise that 
action if treachery is proved against the 
occupants of these farms. It may or 
may not be condign punishment ; that is 
a matter which must be dealt with on the 
spot. At any rate, I am not going to 
challenge the burning of the houses of 
men guilty of such treachery ; but I do 
criticise and censure the conduct of men 
who, for the treachery of others, burn 
the homes over their heads of people who 
are perfectly innocent. I am not going 
to quote anonymous letters. The first 
quotation I shall make will be from a 
proclamation by Lord Roberts himself, 
and if Lord Roberts has been misjudged, 
he himself has been to blame. We have 
been told that farms have only been 
burned in clear cases of treachery proved 
against the inhabitants. Proclamation 
No. 20 sets forth— 


“Should any damage be done to any lines 
of railway or publie works”—amongst other 
things that will happen will be this—‘ the 
houses and farms in the vicinity of the place 
where the damage is done will be destroyed, 
and the residents” —-not those guilty of 
treachery- “in the neighbourhood dealt with 
under martial law.” 


Do hon. Members opposite approve of 
that ? I will say to the credit of the noble 
Lord who spoke for the War Office that 
he did not. He has been tothefront. He 
has seen what the horrors of war are, and 
he does not want to extend them. But 
I will prove from quotations from per- 
fectly untainted sources that these farm- 
burning operations have been very 
extensive. This is what the Standard 
correspondent at Pretoria says, writing 
in November last— 


* Half of the Transvaal and of the Orange 
River Colony is desolated with fire and sword. 


The farms are tenantless, and few crops will | 


possibly be reaped this season. By the time 
resistance is finally stamped down--perhaps 
not by the end of February at the earliest— 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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| the farming districts throughout the two States 
| will, in all probability, be laid waste. This 
| will mean famine and ruin to the Boers. They 
| must see this, but they do not appear to 
| care.” 

Another quotation I will give is from a 
Birmingham paper, and I need hardly say 
that this information must be unchal- 
lenged by the supporters of the Colonial 
Secretary— 

_ “The charred and blackened country [this 
is a description of the country east of Bloem- 
fontein] devastated by the red ruin of war has 
not a crumb for man, or blade of grass sor 
cattle.” 

But let me give the authority of an hon. 
and gallant Member of this House who 
has been to the front, and who has 
fought in fifteen engagements—I mean 
the hon. and gallant Member for the 
| Welsh constituency of South Glamorgan, 
and sits on the other side of the House. 
He says that he thought— 

“the burning of the farms had been a fatal 
mistake. I believe but for these acts long 
ago we should have had the Boers surrender- 
ing. This burning and destroying is the 
gravest evil, and now the Boers who would 
have come in hate us as they never did 
before.” 


Then somebody suggested to him that 
it was done to punish treachery, but 
what is the answer given by the hon. 
Member for South Glamorgan? He says 
he does not object to the burning of farms 
under those conditions—certainly not. 
Where any farm is used as a fort it should 
be destroyed, but not otherwise. It is 
the burning of homesteads without 
cause to which he objects. Then he 
goes on and gives a rather pretty descrip- 
tion of one of the houses partially burned. 
He went into the house, and on the wall 
saw a portrait of the Princess of Wales 
and the Queen. The old Boer to whom 
the house belonged took the portrait 
down, and said, “I thought she was a 
good woman ; but if these are the things 
that are done in her name she is not,” 
and he threw the portrait down and 
trampled on it. What the hon. Mem- 
ber for South Glamorgan describes 
are cases of farms being burnt, 
not for treachery, but without cause, 
simply carrying out Lord Roberts's 
proclamation. Another item of in- 
terest is that Lord Roberts sent a 
letter to the Commander-in-Chief of the 
Boer forces. What does he say in that 
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letter? And I should also like to ask 
why it is that these letters are kept 
from the House of Commons? Why 
is information of this character with- 
held 2? I can understand information 
being withheld which by being pub- 
lished might act detrimentally to our 
troopsin South Africa ; but this informa- 
tion is in the hands of the Boers, and, 
therefore, cannot be detrimental to us. 
This is one of the many pieces of evidence | 
that the House of Commons is treated | 
lisdainfully by the present responsible | 
Ministers of the Crown. We had one 
instance of that to-day, and we had 
another instance last night. We vote, 
the money, and, with all due deference, 
that is the only branch which represents | 
the people in this country; and when 
we vote the money it is only right that | 
ve should know what is going to be done | 
with it. | 
In the letter which Lord Roberts 
wrote to Commandant Botha, he com- | 
plains that the railway has been cut—a | 
peculiar complaint when we consider | 
that the commander of the Boer forces | 
isquite within his right to do everything | 
in his power to embarrass the enemy 
spposed to him in the field. Lord | 
Roberts says it.is very wrong, and he is 
not going to allow it to go on any longer | 
that he is going to put a stoptoit. But 
how is he going todo that! Not by eap- 
turing the men, but by burning every 
house within a radius of ten miles. [Cries 


at “No!”] What is the use of hon. 
Members saying “No,” when I[ am 


quoting from the letter of Lord Roberts : 
Within a radius of ten miles all houses 
are to be destroyed, because a Boer com- 
nander comes and blows up a culvert ! 
(Government cheers.] I have read that 
this war was brutalising our people; I 
do not want better evidence of that fact 
than those cheers. I will just quote 
another letter, and I shall be curious to 
ve whether hon. Members opposite 
cheer that. It is written by an officer 
in the Canadian foree, Lieutenant Mor- 
tion, of Ottawa (who was mentioned 
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sheep, burning and looting, and turning out 
women and children to weep in despair 
beside the ruin of their once beautiful home- 
steads. It was the tirst touch of Kitchener's 
iron hand, a terrible thing to witness, and [ do 
not know that I want to see another trip of the 
sort. 

are revolted by this. 
not cheer that—they 
are disgusted and shocked. But this is 
not all. He goes on to say how they 
burnt a track six miles wide right down 
to the village of Dilston. Not a word 
of this in despatches. Then, after a 
description of some of these houses, he 
comes to the sacking of Dilston, and he 
tells how it was burnt. 

I really do not know why one should 
read this. It is a horrible account, and 
makes one ashamed that one’s own 
countrymen could be guilty of such an 
action. It is war not against men, but 
against womenand children. Inthat letter 
he describes fully the destruction of this 
town. I appeal to the humanity of hon. 
Members opposite—and I am sure they 
have it—do they approve of this? I am 
glad that at last they are silent, for the 
But 
there has been more burning of villages— 
not of isolated farms, but whole villages. 
They did not confine their burning to 
the neighbourhood of the railway, but 
ravaged the whole of the country. What 
happened to the town of Bothaville ? 
There was a leading article in The Times, 
of which I can give the date, and which 
I can quote if necessary. In that article 
there is a summary of the news of the 
day, which states that General Hunter 
marched from Bothaville to the railway, 
burning the farms on the way. Botha- 
ville, the town, was burnt. The only 
reason why it was burnt, according to 
the telegrams, was because it was a store- 
house for the The village of 
Ventersburg was also burnt for the 


Really brave men 
Hon. Members do 


30ers. 


same reason. In this connection [| 
think the name of General Bruce 
Hamilton ought to be immortalised. 


After the burning of that village this 
general posted up the following proclama- 


in despatches for gallant conduct), of the “on— 


uarch of General Smith-Dorrien’s force 
through a part of the Transvaal. Lieu- 
tenant Morrison said it was like the old- 
time forays in the Highlands of Scotland 
wo centuries ago. He says— 

“The country is very like Scotland, and we 
nove from valley to valley, lifting cattle and 


“ Norice.—The town of Ventersburg has 
been cleared of supplies, and partly burnt, and 
the farms in the vicinity destroyed on account 
of the frequent attacks on the railway in the 
neiehbourhood.” 

Yes, but you can- 
you cannot say 


1 hird Day. 


[Ministerial cheers. ] 
not take both grounds ; 
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it was because of the treachery of those | 
who occupied the farms, and also that it | 
was because the railway was cut in the 
neighbourhood. [Ministerial cries of 
“Why not?”}| I do not want to be 
drawn from the real point— 

c The | doer women and children who are left 
rChiINnG 


—the supplies having been cleared out— 
should apply to the Boer commandants for 
fool, who will supply them unless they wish 


to see them starve. No supplies will be sent 
from the railway to the town.” 


This meant that the Boer women and 
children were to starve, or were to re- 
main there as a bait for the Boer com- 
mandoes, that we might capture them. 
All that I can say is that this man is a 
brute, and a disgrace to the uniform he 


wears. Then there is a telegram that 
has come from the front, which has 


passed the censor, and which, therefore, 
must be correct. It came from Pretoria 
and said that the systematic gathering 
in of all Boer families and their stock 
in the outlying district was proceeding 
regularly and vigorously. At conveni- 
ent centres Boer refugees, voluntary and 
other, were kept and fed. All those 
who surrendered voluntarily were given 
full rations. All the families whose 
husbands were on comm indo were put 
on a reduced scale. It would be in- 
creased to the full allowance if the hus- 
bands surrendered. That is what the 
telegram said, and hon. Members who 
cheer that would cheer anything. It 
means that unless the fathers came in 
their children would be half-starved. It 
means that the remnant of the Boer 
army who are sacrificing everything 
for their idea of independence are to be 
tortured hy the spectacle of their stary Ine 
! 


children into betraving their cause. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE. ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): Will the hon. Gentleman kindly 


quote his authority for these statements 


> 
he gives us ? 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I will. cer- 
tainly. It is a perfectly fair question. 
The telegram comes from Reuter’s 


Agency, Pretoria, 15th January, and 
appears in The Zimes of 18th January. 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. Gentle. 


man is trying to establish a charge for 


which he has not a particle of evidence. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: You chal- 
lenge me to give my evidence. The whole 
of my evidence comes from Pretoria in 
a telegram from Pretoria; and no tele- 
gram can come from Pretoria that is 
objected to by the military censor there. 
Does the right hon. Gentleman mean to 
say that a telegram which has the stamp 
of the military censor upon it is not a 
particle of evidence? [At this point 
Mr. CHAMBERLAIN walked out of the 
House.| [A Voice: “There he goes!’ 
and cries from the Irish benches of 
“Come back!”| The author of this 
is ashamed of his misdeeds. 


Mr.WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, E): 
He flies the white flag. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I am not at 
all surprised ; but repentance has come 
rather late in his case, after all this 
mischief has been done. [Ministerial 
cries of “‘“Order!”| If I am out of 
order there is an authority to call me 
to order, and if I have in any way trans- 
gressed I shall be only too willing to 
withdraw. It is difficult within the 
bounds of Parliamentary propriety to 
describe what one thinks about all this 
infamy which is perpetrated in the name 
of Great Britain in Africa. That is 
really what keeps us from coming to 
terms. We are in a worse situation in 
South Africa than we were in twelve 
months ago. Not a third of the men we 
sent out to South Africa are now in the 
line of battle. There have been 55,000 
casualties, 30,000 men are in hospital, 
and what do the papers say about the 
rest! Thoroughly jaded, worn, broken. 
Those aie not mV words, but those ot 
correspondents writing from the front 


to Unionist papers. All the eauses of 
death amongst our men which are 


classed by the law as the acts of God 
are increasing in intensity. It will be 
within the memory of many hon. Mem- 
bers that the right hon. Gentleman 
in the first war session appealed to the 
God of Battles. He has got his answer. 
It is not the one he anticipated, but it is 
sufficiently terrible in all conscience to 
mike hon. Members pause and reflect 
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whether they dare go on with this | the inhabitants of that great city to the 


|and like 


business. 
*Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- | 
ham): | understood that the hon. | 


\ember to whose speech the House has 
just listened, had intended to move an | 
Amendment to the Address. The text | 
of the Amendment, which had appeared | 
in the papers, was singularly mild and | 
moderate in tone ; but mild and moderate | 
ys it was, neither the hon. Member nor 
jis political friends had cared to expose 
it to criticism or to challenge a division 
upon it, and, indeed, when we compa re | 
the moderation of the Amendment with | 
the very bitter speech which the hon. | 
Member has just delivered, it is difficult | 
to avoid the conclusion that the modera- | 
| 
| 





tion of the Amendment was the modera- 
tion of the hon. Member’s _ political 
iriends and leaders, and that the bitter- | 
ness of his speech is all his own. It | 
las been suggested to me that it might | 
perhaps have been better, upon the whole, | 
if the hon. Member, instead of making his | 
yeech without moving his Amendment, | 
had moved Amendment without | 
waking his speech. I would not com- | 
plain of any remarks of the hon. Member 
were [ called upon to do so. In my | 
opinion, based upon the experience of | 
the most famous men whose names have | 
adorned the records of the House, no | 
national emergency short, let us say, of | 
the actual invasion of this country itself | 
ought in any way to restrict or prevent | 
the entire freedom of Parliamentary | 
liscussion. Moreover, I do not believe 
that the Boers would attach particular 
importance to the utterances of the hon. | 
Member. No people in the world received | 
much verbal sympathy and so little | 
practical support as the Boers. If 1 were} 
a Boer fighting in the field—and if I were | 

| 

| 


his 


Boer I hope I should be fighting in the 
feld—I would not allow myself to be | 
taken in by any message of sympathy, | 
not even if it were signed by a hundred | 
hon. Members. The hon. Member dwelt | 
it great length upon the question of farm | 
burning. I do not propose to discuss | 


extent that they had to live upon rats 
atrocious foods in order to 
compel the garrison to surrender. I 
venture to think His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment would not have been justified in 
restricting their commanders in the 
field from any methods of wartare which 
are justified by precedents set by Euru- 
pean and American gencrals during the 
last fifty or sixty years. I do not agree 
very fully with the charges of treachery 
on the one side and barbarity on the 
other. From what I saw of the war— 
and I sometimes saw something of it-— 
[ believe that as compared with other 
wars, especially those in which a civil 
population took part, this war in South 
Africa has been on the whole earried on 
with unusual humanity and generosity. 
The hon. Member for Carnarvon 
Soroughs has drawn attention to the 
case of one general officer, and 
although I deprecate debates upon the 
characters of individual general officers 
who are serving the country at this 
because 1 know personally 
General Bruce Hamilton, whom the hon. 
Member with admirable feeling described 
as General Brute Hamilton, I feel unable 
to address the House without offering 
my humble testimony to the fact that 
in all His Majesty’s Army there are few 
men with better feeling, more kindness 
of heart, or with higher courage than 
General Bruce Hamilton. 

There is a point of difference which 
has been raised by the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Leader of the Opposition upon 
the question of the policy to be pursued 
in South Africa after this war has been 
brought to a conclusion. So far as | 
have been able to make out the difference 
between the Government and the Opposi- 
tion on this question is that whereas 
His Majesty’s Government propose that 
when hostilities are brought to a con- 
clusion there shall be an interval of civil 
government before full representative 
rights are extended to the peoples of 
these countries, on the other hand the 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 


moment, 





the ethies of farm burning now ; but hon. | Opposition believes that these repres: n 
Members should, I think, cast their eyes | tative institutions will be more quickly 
back to the fact that no considerations | obtained if the military government be 
at humanity prevented the German | prolonged as a temporary measure and 
amy from throwing its shells into} no interval of civil government be inter- 
dwelling houses in Paris, and starving | posed. I hope I am not misinterpreting 
Third Day. 
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correct me, berause I should be very 
sorry in any way to misstate his views. 
If that is the situation, I will respect- 
fully ask the House to allow me to ex- 
amine these alternative propositions. I 
do not wish myself to lay down the law, or 
thrust my views upon hon. Members. 
I have travelled a good deal about South 
Africa during the last ten months under 
varying circumstances, and I should like 
to lay before the House some of the con- 
siderations which have been very forcibly 
borne in upon me during that period. 
In the first place I would like to look | 
back to the original cause for which 
we went to war. We went to war—I 
mean of course we were gone to war 
with—in connection with the extension 
of the franchise. We began negotiations 
with the Boers in order to extend the 
franchise to the people of the Transvaal. 
When I say the people of the Transvaal, 
I mean the whole people of the Transvaal, 
and not necessarily those who arrived 
there first. At that time there were 
nearly two and a-half times as many 
British and non-Dutch there were 
Boers, but during the few weeks before 
the outbreak of the war every train was 
crowded with British subjects who were 
endeavouring to escape from the ap- 
proaching conflict, and so it was that 
the Uitlanders were scattered all over the 
world. It seems to me that when the 
war is over we ought not to forget the 
original object with which we undertook 
the negotiations which led to the war. 
If I may lay down anything I would- 
ask the House to establish the principle | 
that they ought not to extend any repre- 
sentative institutions to the people of 
the Transvaal until such time as the popu- 
lation has regained its ordinary level. 
What could be more dangerous, ridiculous 
or futile, than to throw the responsible 
government of a ruined country on that 
remnant of the population, that par- 
ticular section of the population, which is 
actively hostile to the fundamental 
institutions of the State? I think there 
ought to be no doubt and no difference 
of opinion on the point that between 
the firing of the last shot and the casting | 
of the first vote there must be an appreci- | 
able interval that must be filled by a 
government of some kind or another. | 


Mr. Winston Churchill. 


as 
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the right hon. Gentleman in any way. If | 
[ am, I trust he will not hesitate to! 
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I invite the House to consider which 
form of government—civil government 
or military government—is most likely 
to be conducive to the restoration or 


the banished prosperity of the country 


and most likely to encourage the returp 
of the population now scattered far and 
wide. I understand that there are hon, 
Members who are in hopes that repre- 
sentative institutions may directly follow 
military government, but I think they 
‘annot realise thoroughly how very irk- 
some such military government is. I have 
the greatest respect for British officers, 
and when I hear them attacked, as 
some hon. Members have done in their 


| speeches, it makes me very sorry, and very 


angry too. Although I regard British 
officers in the field of war, and in dealing 
with native races, as the best officers 
in the world, I do not believe that either 
their training or their habits of thought 
qualify them to exercise arbitrary autho- 
rity over civil populations of European 
race. I have often myself been very much 
ashamed to see respectable old Boer 
farmers—the Boer is a curious combina- 
tion of the squire and the peasant, and 
under the rough coat of the farmer there 
are very often to be found the instincts 
of the squire—I have been ashamed to 
see such men ordered about peremp- 
torily by young subaltern officers, as if 
they were private soldiers. I do not 
hesitate to say that as long as you have 
anything like direct military govern 
ment there will be no revival of trade, 
no return of the Uitlander population, 
no influx of immigrants from other parts 
of the world—nothing but despair and 
discontent on the part of the Boer popv- 
ation, and growing resentment on the 
part of our own British settlers. If 
there was a system of civil government 
on the other hand, which I think we 
have an absolute moral right to establish 
if only from the fact that this country 
through the Imperial Exchequer will 
have to provide the money—if you hada 
civil government under such an a¢- 
ministrator as Sir Alfred Milner—{Cries 
of “ Hear, hear,” and “Oh ”|—it is not 
for me to eulogise that distinguished 
administrator, I am sure he enjoys the 
confidence of the whole of the Conserva- 
tive party, and there are a great many 
Members on the other side of the House 
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who do not find it convenient in their 
own minds to disregard Sir Alfred 
Milner’s deliberate opinion on South 
African affairs. As soon as it is known 
that there is in the Transvaal a govern- 
ment under which property and liberty 
ure secure, so soon as it is known that 
in these countries one can live freely 
and safely, there would be a rush of 
immigrants from all parts of the world 
to develop the country and to profit by 
the great revival of trade which usually 
follows war of all kinds. If I may judge 
by my own experience there are many 
Members of this House who have received 
letters from their constituents asking 
whether it was advisable to go out to 
South Africa. When this policy of immi- 
gration is well advanced we shall again 
have the great majority of the people 
of the Transvaal firmly attached and 
devoted to the Imperial connection, 
and when you can extend representative 
institutions to them you will find them 
reposing securely upon the broad basis 
of the consent of the governed, while 
the rights of the minority will be effec- 
tively protected and preserved by the 
tactful and judicious intervention of 
the Imperial authority. May I say that 
it was this prospect of a loyal and 
Anglicised Transvaal turning of the 
sale in our favour in South Africa, 
which must have been the original 
“good hope” from which the Cape has 
taken its name. 

It isnot for me to criticise the proposals 
which come from such a distinguished 
authority as the Leader of the Opposition, 
but I find it impossible not to say that 
in comparing these two alternative 
plans one with the other I must pro- 
daim my strong preference for the 
course His Majesty’s Government pro- 
pose to adopt. I pass now from the 
question of the ultimate settlement of 
the two late Republics to the immediate 
necessities of the situation. What ought 
to be the present policy of the Govern- 
ment ? J take it that there is a pretty 
general consensus of opinion in this 
House that it ought to beto make it easy 
and honourable for the Boers to  sur- 
render, and painful and perilous for 
them to continue in the field. Let the 
Government proceed on both those lines 
concurrently and at full speed. I sym- 
pathise very heartily with my hon. friend 
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a speech delivered last year, showed 
great anxiety that everything should 
be done to make the Boers understand 
exactly what terms were offered to them, 
and I earnestly hope that the right hon. 
Gentleman the Colonial Secretary will 
leave nothing undone to bring home to 
those brave and unhappy men who are 
fighting in the field that whenever 
they are prepared to recognise that 
their small independence must be merged 
in the larger liberties of the British 
Empire, there will be a full guarantee 
for the security of their property and 
religion, an assurance of equal rights, 
a promise of representative institutions, 
and last of all, but not least of all, what 
the British Army would most readily 
accord to a brave and enduring foe— 
all the honours of war. I hope the 
right hon. Gentleman will not allow 
himself to be discouraged by any rebuffs 
which his envoys may meet with, but 
will persevere in endeavouring to bring 
before these people the conditions on 
which at any moment they may obtain 
peace and the friendship of Great Britain. 
Of course, we can only promise, and 
it rests with the Boers whether they 
will accept our conditions. They may 
refuse the generous terms offered them, 
and stand or fall by their old ery, 
“ Death or independence!” [Nationalist 
cheers.| I do not see anything to 
rejoice at in that prospect, because if it 
be so, the war will enter upon a very 
sad and gloomy phase. If the Boers 
remain deaf to the voice of reason, 
and blind to the hand of friendship, 
if they refuse all overtures and dis- 
dain all terms, then, while we cannot 
help admiring their determination and 
endurance, we can only hope that our 
own race, in the pursuit of what they 
feel to be a righteous cause, will show 
determination as strong and endurance 
as lasting. It is wonderful that hon. 
Members who form the Irish party 
should find it in their hearts to speak 
and act as they doin regard to a war in 
which so much has been accomplished 
by the courage, the sacrifices, and, above 
all, by the military capacity of Irishmen. 
There isa practical reason, which I trust 
hon. Members will not think it presump- 
tuous in me to bring to their notice, is 
that they would be well advised cordially 
Third Day. 
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to co-operate with His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment in bringing the war to a speedy 
conclusion, because they must know 
that no Lrish question or agitation can 
possibly take any hold on the imagina- 
tion of the people of Great Britain so 


long as all our thoughts are with the 
soldicrs who are fighting in South 
Afric: 


i. 
What are the military measures we 
ought to take? I have no doubt that 
other opportunities will be presented to 
the House to discuss them, but so far 
as I have been able to understand the 
whispers I have heard in the air there 
are, on the whole, considerable signs 
of possible improvement in the South 
African There are appear- 
ances that the Boers are weakening, 
and that the desperate and feverish 
efforts they have made so long cannot 
be indefinitely sustained. If that be so, 
now is the time for the Government 
and the Army to redouble their efforts. 
It is incumbent on Members like myself, 
who t present laure 
stitucicies, to bring home to the Govern- 
fact that the country 
not want to count the cost of the war 
until it is won. J think we all rejoiced 
to see the announcement in the papers 
that 30,000 more mounted men were 
being despatched to South Africa. I 
cannot help noticing with intense satis- 
faction that, uot content with sending 
large numbers of men, the Secretary of 
State for War has found some excellent 
Indian officers, prominent among whom 
is Sir Bindon Blood, who will go out to 
South Africa and bring their knowledge 
of guerilla warfare on the Indian fron- 
tier to bear on the peculiar kind of war- 


situation. 


working class con 


ment the does 


fare—I will not eall it guerilla warfare 
—now voing on in South Africa. | 


shall always indulge the hope that, great 
as these preparations are, they will not 
be all, and that some fine afternoon the 
Secretary of State for War will come 
down to the House with a brand-new 
scheme, not only for sending all the 
reinforcements necessary for keeping 
the Army up to a fixed standard of 
250,000 m n, In spite of the losses by 
battle and disease, but also for increasing 
it by a regular monthly quota of 2,000 
or 3,000 men, so that the Boers will 
be compelled, with ever-diminishing re_ 
sources, to make head against ever 
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‘increasing difficulties, and will not only 
be exposed to the beating of the waves, 
but to the force of the rising tide. 

Some hon. Members have seen fit, 
either in this place or elsewhere, to 
stigmatise this war as a war of greed. J] 
regret that 1 feel bound to repudiate that 
pleasant suggestion. If there were per- 
sons who rejoiced in this war, and went 
out with hopes of excitement or the lust 
of conflict, they have had enough and 
more than enough to-day. If, as the 
hon. Member for Northampton has seve- 
ral times suggested, certain capitalists 
spent money in bringing on this war in 
the hope that it would increase the value 
of their mining properties, they know 
now that they made an uncommonly 
bad bargain. With the the 
nation, with the whole people of the 
country, this war from beginning to end 
has only been a war of duty. They 
believe, and they have shown in the 
most remarkable manner that they 
believe, that His Majesty’s Govern 
ment and the Colonial Secretary have 


mass ot 


throughout been actuated by — the 
same high and patriotic motives. ‘They 


know that no other inspiration could 
sustain and animate the Regulars and 
Volunteers, who through all these hard 
months have had to bear the brunt of 
the public contention. They may indeed 
have to regret, as I myself have, the loss 
of a great many good friends in the war. 
We cannot help feeling sorry for many of 
the incidents of the war, but for all that 
I do not find it possible on reflection to 
accuse the general policy which led to the 
war, we have no cause to be ashamed 
of anything that has passed during the 
war, nor have we any right to be doleful 
or lugubrious. I think if any hon. 
Members are feeling unhappy about the 
state of affairs in South Africa I would 
recommend them a receipt from which I 
myself derived much exhilaration. Let 
them look to the other great dependencies 
and colonies of the British Empire and see 
what the effect of the war has been therel 
Whatever we may have lost in doubttu. 
friends in Cape Colony we have gained 
ten times, or perhaps twenty times, over 
in Canada and Australia, where the 
people—down to the humblest farmer 
in the most distant provinces—have by 
their effective participation in the con- 
| flict been able to realise, as they never 
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could realise before, that they belong to 
the Empire, and that the Empire belongs 
to them. IL cannot sit down without 
saying how very grateful I am for the 
kindness and patience with which the 
House has heard me, and which have been 
extended to me, I well know, not on my 
own account, but because of a certain 


splendid memory which many hon. 
Members still preserve. 
si ROBERT REID (Dumfries 


Burghs): I am sure the House is glad to 
recognise that the hon. Member who has 
just sat down POssesses the same courage 
which so distinguished Lord Randolph 
Churchill during his short and brilliant 
eareer in this House. I have listened 
with very great pleasure to the hon. 
Gentleman. There was much in what 
he said that [ disagreed with, but I think 
the tone was different from what we some- 
times hear with reference to this most 
deplorable conflict. It has been a de- 
plorable tragedy, for which this country 
is most bitterly suffering, and unless we 
ean find honourable means of 
putting an end to this sanguinary con- 
flict, on terms consistent with the peace 
and welfare of this country, [ am afraid 
that the sacrifices we have hitherto 
undergone will prove to be less than 
those we have still to undergo. 

The hon. Gentleman said the Govern- 
ment should do all they can to make it 
easy for the Boers to surrender on fair 
and honourable terms. That is the feel- 
ing which I myself entertain, but I 
cannot help regretting that on more 
than one occasion those of us who have 
expressed that feeling from these benches 
received hard language from Gentlemen 
with whom the hon. Member is asso- 
ciated. There have been two stages in 
this war. The first stage ended with the 
capture of Bloemfontein and Pretoria. 
I believe that if at that time fair and 
honourable terms, consistent with the 
declared intention of the Government to 
maintain the British authority in these 
dominions, had been offered, the war 
would have ended almost after the 
capture of Bloemfontein. The Govern- 
ment made a demand for unconditional 
surrender, and the farm-burnings and 
other devastations were not, I believe, 
intended for the purpose of cruelty, but 
have been undertaken through a mis- 
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taken military policy which I cannot 
help thinking has tended only to the 
exasperation of the inhabitants. From 
that time thousands more lives have 
been sacrificed, millions of money have 
been spent, Cape Colony is now largely 
under martial law, and we appear to be 
at this moment not so close to the end of 
the war as we were in June. 

The question [ wish to put to the 
House is this, is it not possible even now, 
by temperate counsels, to do something 
to abridge this horrible conflict! As 
the hon Gentleman said, the Boers have 
every inducement that men can have 
to make terms of peace, provided those 
terms are fair and honourable towards 


themselves. Their country has been 
largely ruined, and something like 


60,000 of their women and children are 
in British custody. Is it not possible 
for the Government, without any loss 
of dignity, to do what the hon. Gentle- 
man himself suggested, to communicate 
terms to the Boers such as men who are 
admittedly brave men, and who have 
earried out the war, as the hon. Gentle- 
man said, in a spirit of generosity as well 
asof courage, might be entitled to accept 
after fighting against overwhelming 
odds? The object of the Government, 
as [ understand it, is to include these 
two States in the British dominions, to 
best security for permanent 
peace, and, when that is achieved, to 


.close the war as soon as possible. | 


imagine from all their speeches that 
those are the objects the Government 
have at heart. 

Now, Sir, what are the methods—the 
only methods—which the Government 
declare they are prepared to adopt? 
They say that there must be uncondi- 
tional surrender of the Boer Governments. 
In addition to that this other point has 
been mentioned, that there will be safety 
for the person and property of the Boers 
in the field. There never was a civilised 
war that ended by confiscation of pro- 
perty or by putting to death men simply 
because they were stillin the field. The 
Government have said also that they 
will maintain the customs and laws of 


the country. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
tHE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
S Third Day. 
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Birmingham, W.): have not said 


that. 


Lord Kitchener 


Sir ROBERT RELD : 


said it. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I daresay 
the hon. and learned Gentleman is mis- 
taken. Certainly, as far as_ possible, 
they will be; but I should not like the 
Government to he supposed to he COM. 
mitted to maintain the laws of the Trans- 
vaal exactly as they were hefore the war. 
It would be absurd. 


Sir ROBERT REID: I did not mean 
that. I was referring to the language 
used, I think, by Lord Kitchener last 
December—* substantially to maintain 
the laws and customs of the country.” 
Of course, no one would think of sub- 
stituting the English common law for 
he Roman-Duteh law. What is in- 
tended, I imagine. is to leave the eustoms 
and laws, as much as be Consis- 
tently with an alteration of Government, 
the same as hitherto. Then the Govern- 
ment said that self-government would 
be extended at some date hereafter, but 
no date ean be even approximately fixed. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Colonial 
Secretary in December last spoke of it 
as a comparatively early expectation. 
At the same time the Prime Minister 
said it might not take place for genera- 
tions. I ask the House of Commons to 
consider what these terms really mean 
to the Boers now in the field. The 
farms of these inen have 9%een ruined. 
their country is, in darts, aimost a ‘lesert, 
and all their stock is many 
cases these farms are mortgaged. The 


interest cannot have been paid in conse- 


may 


gone. In 


quence of the war, and there is no pro- 
spect of it being paid within the next 
two or three or four years. It these 
men lay down their arms, they will find 
that their mortgagees will be entitled to 
fore-lose upon them, and they can be 
deprived of their property without 
having time or opportunity of restoring 
their own rights, so that, instead of 
being masters, or farmers, or squires, as 
the hon. Gentleman opposite called 


them, they will either have to find some 
Mr, J. Chamberlain, 
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new source of occupation or become 
labourers so far as white men are 
labourers in that district. There js 
another point which especially appeals 
to men of honour and of spirit. These 
Boers have fighting in their ranks a 
certain number of Colonial British sub- 
jects, and they have. from the commence- 
ment, always made it a point of honour 
that, if they ‘surrendered, favourable 
or fair terms should be extended to their 
comrades in Whatever hon. 
Gentlemen opposite or I may think of 
the conduct of those who have 
British subjects, and have enjoyed full 
self-government, Joining the enemies of 
their country, we cannot expect the 
Boers to take the same view of it. 

Are all these consequences necessary 
for the honour of this country, or is it 
reasonable to expect, if the Boers have 
no assuranee that they will be saved 
from that character, 
that they will come in and surrender ! 
If you insist upon their becoming British 
subjects, there is no honour that forbids 
you saving them from ruin—and ruin it 
is which stares them in the face, or 
which they imagine stares them in the 
unless some such assurances are 


aris. 


heen 


consequences ot 


face, 
given. 
Is it necessary, from the point of view 
of security, that we should refuse any 
terms except those the Government have 
laid down ! Suppose, as I think will pro- 
bably be the case, the commandoes now 
in the field are, before long, dispersed and 
driven north. They will then become, 
unless you can get them to consent to 
British dominion, turbulent and desperate 
men—the same kind of men as those 
who fought in Cuba and Bosnia, and 
other parts of the world too familiar for 
me to refer to. You are, at this moment, 
compiling for them a calendar of heroes 
and, as they think, of martyrs, and we all 
know how ** martyrdom is the seed of the 
Church.” If you drive these men to 
desperation by refusing them reasonable 
and fair terms, our children will feel the 
consequences, even if we do not feel them 
ourselves. I say that true honour and 
true security, so far as that is attainable 
in present circumstances, lies in giving 
these men something to hope for and 
something to live for. I say offer them 
an amnesty—a free and a full amnesty. 
Offer them assistance to repair their 
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The cost of two weeks war 
Give 


farms. 
would go a long way to effect this. 
them an undertaking that you will 
protect them from the gombeenman. 
Promise them 
For my part, I do not deny that | should 
like more, but at all events promise them 
local self-government. It is 
Would they accept it ; would not such 


local self-government. 


asked, 


an offer be considered a sign of weakness / 
I can, of course, give no security that 
they will accept it; but this I will say, 
that these arguments were the argu- 
ments which lost us the American 
colonies. But, whether accepted or not, 
these methods would, at all events, go 
far to fix the loyalty of our white subjects 
in Cape Colony of Dutch blood, who are 
as much entitled to our consideration as 


blood. 


They have been in a difficult position, 


our fellow-subjects of English 
as everyone must feel, throughout this 
war. They are men who have ties of 
kindred all over the Transvaal and the 
Orange Free State, and have the svm- 
pathies of race which we all share amongst 
And if His Majesty's Govern- 
ment refuse everything except the bare 
unconditional 


ourselves. 


terms of surrender—for 

I do not regard the accessories which | 
5 

have mentioned as being anything of 


will 


importance—you go some way 
towards alienating the feelings of the 


Dutch at the Cape who are disposed to 
be loyal. It is of supreme importance 
that we should not, if we can help it, | 
encourage the racial feeling that exists 
already, as we all know, in Cape Colony. 
We have the 
constitution of Cape Colony as a tem-| 


practically suspended 
porary measure during the war, but if | 
we contrive to alienate permanently 
the Duteh population in Cape Colony 
we shall be confronted with a problem 
which has never yet been faced by this | 
country—namely, how to deal with a| 
self-governing colony under the British | 
Crown in which the majority of the 


population are ill-disposed towards | 
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|has already made enormous. sacrifices. 


We do 


will cost in 


know how much this war 
but to my mind 
We have 
sacrificed many brave men—many have 


not 
money ; 
money is the smallest part. 


lost their lives, more have been mutilated 
and their lives made miserable—and ‘we 
have sacrificed the friendship of alinost 
all the European Powers. I do not 
suppose anyone who watches foreign 


affairs will dispute that. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I dispute it 


| absolutely. 


Sir ROBERT REID: If the right 
hon. Gentleman is referring to the Goy- 
ernments he may he accurate. | am 
referring to the population, which is 
bitterly hostile to us in consequence 


We have lost all 


that ; and, though the country is per- 


of this unhappy war. 


fectly prepared to make sacrifices for 
what is necessary, His Majesty's Go- 
right to eall for 
sacrifices from this country unless they 


vernment have no 
are prepared to make peace as easy as 
possible for those who are our enemies 
field. The master ot 
human nature that ever lived left behind 


in the greatest 
him, among many other priceless legacies, 
this sentence— 

“When lenity and cruelty play for a king- 


the wentler gamester is the soonest 
winner. 


dom, 


[t is with a profound conviction of that 
truth that L appeal to the Government, 
although I fear it is hopeless for anyone 


sitting on this side of the House to do 


so, that while they are calling on our 
countrymen for these renewed sacrifices 
they should at least do all they can for 
the purpose of bringing this disastrous 


land lamentable war to an honourable 


conclusion, and that they cannot do 


| without offering easy and honourable 


and fair terms to the enemy, whose 


gallantry in the field has been attested 


by more than one Unionist speaker in 


the British connection. This country | this House. 


Th rd Day. 
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Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: | do  not| assurances to those who are now resisting 
know why the hon. and learned Gentle- | His Majesty’s forces that at the cessa- 
man should have concluded his very | tion of hostilities we will not only grant 
moderate speech to the House by assum-| security of equal rights to all the white 
ing that his appeal would meet with no | inhabitants and protection and justice 
approval, gain no satisfaction, from this! to the natives—a policy which we have 
side of the House. The object, as stated | already promised—but that we should 
by him, is an object which we, equally | establish full local autonomy within 
with him, have in view. We desire to’ the several areas of South Afriea, 
bring this war to an honourable con-/That is the gist of the Amendment 
clusion ; we are determined to avoid no} of the hon. Member for the Carnarvon 
steps which will conduce to that result. | Boroughs ; and the House has listened 
It is possible we may differ as to the} toa speech of invective from beginning to 
methods; but certainly he does not|end of about an hour’s duration, in 
appeal to deaf ears when he speaks only | which the hon. Member has never 
of the principles on which our policy | referred to his own Amendment. He 
should be based. has not moved his Amendment ; he has 
The speech of the hon. and learned | devoted himself to prolonged ponent 
Gentleman is the only speech delivered | British anaes, “eernp policy, sairtwe 
in the course of this debate which has | -dinisters ; and all this invective agains 
ta cite iil Henne mvself, | British subjects, and all this praise of 
That speech is addressed, no doubt, to the | the enemies wecieg cap tant . 
policy of theGovernment. The hon.Gentle- | Cheered enthusiastically by the Oppost- 
man adjures us to pursue a particular | 10". [ shall return to this Amend- 
policy with regard to the future settle- | ment presently ; but meanwhile T must 
ment after the war. But other speakers omer igplheyeo shea that prevails in 
ius eetind themndves chisly to ather | the mind of the hon. and learned Gen- 
points—points generally of military ad- | Heman, who lec to think that there 
ministration, which my right hon. | Wa 4 period in the course of this war, 
friend the Secretary of State for War | when the troops reached Pretoria, when 
will, no doubt, have an opportunity | it might have been possible by the offer 
of replying to in the course of this debate. | ot terms to put an end 0 the war.4 | 
And let me remark, in passing, the | Cannot ee wast Fart ot the ed 
strange case of the hon. Member for agination has led him to that belief. It 
Carnarvon Boroughs. The hon. Mem-|}8 absolutely contradicted by all the in- 
ber had on the Paper for some time an formation a I believe 
Amendment * which raised a most import: | that there is not the slightest foundation 
of | for it. At that time, or shortly after 
that time, it is quite true that there 





ant issue—an issue of policy, not 
administration—which suggests that the Race ; ‘ 
time has arrived when we should give | W@ 2” interview between Commandant 
as ¢ 5 ° 
TE ER <a | Botha, who represented only a portion 
. ~ rig is 9 Aemmieas placed | of the forces of the Republics, and Sir 
on the Paper by Mr.  Lloyd-George :— | podyorc < "ae 
“Humbly to represent to Your Majesty that, baer Sa a the hon. and 
in the interests of the future peace of South | earned Gentleman does not appear to 
Africa, the time has arrived when it should | be aware that in the course of that 
a — inate. J Y pra we | S$ interview Commandant Botha said dis- 
Ces Taicaty will be cleaccd subiext to th, | tinctly that he would not listen to any 


Your Majesty will be pleased, subject to the ; s 
overlordship of the British Crown, to grant | term of peace which did not grant the 





the security of equal rights to all the white | full independence of the Republies. 
inhabitants sof protection and justice to the | 

Nativ: ati stablis | ‘ wires . ; = 
Native population, and to establish full local | Sin ROBERT REID: I think Sir 


autonomy within the several areas of South | : 
| Redvers Buller thought otherwise. 


Africa.” 
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Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : If the hon. 
and learned Gentleman knows what 
was in Sir Redvers Buller’s mind. he has 
the advantage of me. 


Si ROBERT REID: I infer it from | 


what he said in his despatch. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I think 
it is a perfectly unjustifiable inference. 
I believe that there is not the slightest 


foundation for the theory that peace | 
could have been had, after the capture | 


of Pretoria, for anything less than the 


surrender on our part of all the objects | 


of the war. 

Then the hon. and learned Gentleman 
went on to say that this splendid oppor 
tunity was lost by the statement of Lord 
Roberts that we required an uncon- 
ditional surrender on the part of the | 
Government. I have already explained 
that that statement of Lord Roberts 
referred to the demand for independence 
which, from the moment the war was 


declared, was a demand which we abso- | 


It did 


lutely refused to consider again. 


not, of course, refer to the condition of | 


individual members of the forces in 
opposition to us, and that that was quite 
clear to them is perfectly evident to any- | 
one who will read the account of the | 
interview ; but in that interview Sir | 
Redvers Buller stated to Botha that all | 
members of the force would be permitted | 


to retire with their small arms—not their | 
guns—to their farms, and would be un- | 
molested in the pursuit of their ordinary | 


vocations. 


Sir WILLIAM 


the officers 2 


HARCOURT: And 


Mr. J. 


officers, certainly. 


CHAMBERLAIN: And_ the | 
As I have said, the | 
only points in this debate with which 1) 
am qualified to deal are what may be | 
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| described as questions affecting the politi- 
| cal side of the war, and of the settlement 
| which we hope will some day be reached. 
| Let me say that I have nothing to add to 
|what I said on 2nd December in the 
| House. It endeavoured then to 


represent what I said as something new ; 


Was 


| that a new spirit prevailed ; and in that 
| way a sort of an attempt was made to 
| wa) 

represent the Government as vacillating 


and changing in its policy. There was 
absolutely no foundation for that. The 
truth was that what I said on 2nd Decem- 


ber was only some amplification and ex- 
planation of what I had said in August of 
The policy of the Govern- 
Before the 
}invasion of British territory, we were 


| the same year. 
ment has never varied. 
ready to accept the most moderate con- 
'cessions. We were ready to accept a 
franchise which, even under the most 
favourable circumstances, could not have 
operated with any effect for a good 
years. We were willing to 
accept any condition which gave us the 


number of 


'hope of improvement in the position of 


the British subjects whose interests we 
were defending, provided that we could 
avoid this war. 
sion took place, and the first shot was 


But the moment inva- 


|fired by the Boers, that moment we 


| declared our policy that not one shred 


of the independence which the Boers had 
abused should ever again be conceded to 
them. 

That was the policy stated by the 
Prime Minister in the 
representations which were made to him 
by the Presidents of the two Republics. 
That was the policy, is the policy, and 
will be the policy of His Majesty’s Govern 
ment to the end. Let there be no mis- 
take about that. It is no use arguing 
with us on the subject of independence. 
That, as 
closed question. 


his answer to 


we are concerned, is a 
Raise it, if you like to 
raise it, not in speeches, but by Amend- 
ments. We are quite ready. We chal- 
lenged you at the last election. You 
have never ceased to complain of the 


Third Day. 


tur as 
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challenge. We challenge you in the | in this House pro-Boers. We are just as 


Commons. Bring forward 


If you believe the annexa- 


House of 
your views. 
tion we have announced ought to be 
repudiated ; if you think, with the hon. 
and learned Gentleman who has just 


spoken, that we ought to restore the 


independence of these two Republics, in | 


any form, it is tor you to in a 
definite Amendment. It is for you to 
the the Heuse of 


Commons and the country, and we are 


say 50 


put issue before 


perfectly prepared to meet you. Assum- 
ing, for the sake of argument, that we 
which | am afraid we are 
all agreed that 
then the 
policy of the Government is and has been 


are all united 
not—assuming we ar 
annexation cannot be undone, 


to establish equality between the two 


races from the moment of the annexa- | 


tion, so far as our power extends, and 
protection and justice for the native 
population, and to grant the fuller 


liberties involved in our definition ot 
self-government as soon as that can be 
But I 


from myself that the Opposition must 


safely conceded. cannot conceal 


take a certain amount of responsibility 


for those of its members, a considerabl 


number, who are in favour of retracing 


our steps, once more making a Majuba 
Convention, and restoring these colonies 
to the 
that we 
debate on the South African question, 


and every speaker has been opposed to 


Boers. It is a remarkable thing 


have had six speakers in this 


annexation, Where are the members 
ot the Opposition in tavour of annexiu- 
tion? We heard a great deal about 


them at the time of the General Election. 
It was thought to be a most ungenerous 


thing to say that a vote gained by the 


Opposition Was a vote cained by th 
Boers. We have had six pro Boers 
speaking in this debate, and have not 


had a single Liberal Imperialist. 


sin ROBERT REID: Th: 


Gentleman has no right to call Gentlemen 


Mr. J. Chamberlurn, 


right hon. 





| 


much lovers of our country as he is. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The term 


pro-Boer- cases 


Sie ROBERT REID: Is a 


offensive observation. 


very 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : No, indeed! 


Directly the hon. and learned Gentleman 





| says the term is offensive I willingly with 


| draw it. Now, will he give me another 
| one : 
| 


Will he tell 


suggests as describing a Member of the 


me what word he 


| 
| House who thinks the Boers have been 


right trom beginning to end, and who 
thinks the British Government and, of 
| course, the country, have been wrong, 
libel 


x Adiers 


scandalous 
British 
and British officers, who repudiates with 


| who believes every 


against the honour of 
Boer 


accusation against 


Boer 


scorn every 


venerals or statesinen ? 


Sir ROBERT REID: The right hon. 
(fentleman makes charges against Mem- 


When have I made 


accusations against the honour of British 


hers of this House. 


; 


soldiers $ 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I did not 


say vou. 


sir ROBERT REID: In the heat of 
his argument will the right hon, Gentle- 
man be good enough to remember that 
Gentlemen on this side of the House do 
not like being insulted in general lar- 
observations to 
make about my conduet I will listen. If 
Tam wrong | will withdraw. But I will 


guage. If he has any 


require him to prove them. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: There is 


no occasion to offer any proof beyond 
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speeches made in this House during the 
present session and the preceding session. 
As I have said, the point of difference 
between the two sides of the House must 
not be taken as the question of annexa- 
tion. What is the point of difference ? 
L would wish—TI say it most sincerely 

it were possible we were unanimous. 
Who can doubt fora moment that if 
the House were unanimous in regard to 
the war, the hands of the Executive— not 
a party Government, but the Executive 
—of the nation would be enormously 
strengthened! A great deal is said about 
the effect of what goes on in this House 
on the war and feeling in) South 
Africa. Of course it has an effect. | 
do not give that as a reason why hon. 
Gentlemen should 
ments if they feel bound to relieve their 


repress their senti 
consciences by denouncing their own 
countrymen. That is their 
bility. It is not for me to judge them. 
But they must always bear in mind 
what the effect is. They 
deny that. They cannot deny that 
the effect of a divided 
men of reputation and standing in this 


responsi- 


cannot 
House, and 


country holding such language as has 
been held by the Leader of the Opposition 
and others, must be encouraging to the 
Boers in the field. Therefore, | say, I 
wish most heartily and sincerely that it 
were possible, even at this stage. to come 
toa general agreement. But if we can- 
not do that, the next best thing is to 
have a definite issue, Then, at all events, 
if we cannot see the countryis Unanimous, 
we can see, perhaps, in what propor- 
tion it is divided. 

But, Sir, a definite issue is just the 
thing the Opposition appears at this 
moment most anxious to avoid. What 
is the issue, if it is not the question 
of annexation? Three of the speakers 
in this debate, one of the Members for 
Aberdeen, the senior Member for North- 
ampton—| An Hon. Memper : The junior 
Member] —Oh, I beg pardon—the junior 
Member for Northampton, are certainly 
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among those on the other side of the 
House who are opposed to annexation. 
The right hon. Member for South Aber- 
deen told us-—he put it forward, | think 
that his 


own opinion was in favour of destroving 


ratheras a counsel of perfection 


their independence and treating them 
as protected States. I do not feel called 
upon to bring that to an issue, for it may 
fairly be said that it is a personal opinion 
not held by any large portion ot the 
Opposition. But that is not the case 
with regard to the curious evanescent 
Amendment in thename of the hon. Mem 
ber for Carnarvon Boroughs. The Leader 
of the Opposition made a speeeh on the 
first night of this debate, and what was 
the effect of that speech! We were to 
And 
linmediate concession of self- 
{An lon. Member: “ No, 
no!"| Yes, it was 


offer terms to the enemy. what 
terins ! 
government. 
indeed. | will 
examine it a little more closely. He 
criticised the Government, he attaeked 
the Government, he insinuated that the 
Government were not doing everything 
they could to lay proper terms hefore 
the Boer commanders, but unless it is a 
question of immediately giving — self- 
government there is no question hetween 
us. The Boers know pertectly well, 
they have been told again and again, 
directly and indirectly, and it has been 
repeatedly stated in this House, that at 
the earliest possible moment they will 
be x 


no question between us if that is all the 


ranted self-government. There is 
right hon. Gentleman meant. But no, 
he intended a great deal more, because 
[ remember perfectly well his preaching 
to the country before the House met 
that there should be no interval between 
military administration and _ self-govern- 
ment. We say there must be an inter- 
mediate period when civil government 
will be established, but not full self- 
government. 


Sr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I thought you said 
Lhivd Day. 
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Crown colony government. That 


what I object to. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Either the 
right hon. Gentleman does not know 
what Crown colony government is or 
else he is quibbling about words. Will 
he be satisfied if I call it a civil govern- 
ment, with Ministers and a Governor 
appointed by His Majesty and a council 
to advise him? That is civil govern- 
ment, and it has this about it—that the 
Imperial Government has control in 
the last resort. That is what we mean. 
The between 
clearly put by the hon. Member for Car- 
narvon, and that is what sets the Front 
Bench opposite into fits. That is a clear 
issue, and that is what they want to 


issue the two sides was 


avoid. 1 should have liked to see 
the scene when the Leader of the Oppo- 
sition went to the hon. Member for 


Carnarvon and said, * Oh, for Heaven's 
sake, do not let the eat out of the bag. 
Do not put a definite issue ; we shall be 
beaten. 
accuse the Government of anything you 
like; let us suggest everything, but do 
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the King’s Speech, 


is mediately on the cessation of hostilities 


you are to be given self-government on 
the model of the Australian State, | 
think the right hon. Gentleman said 
that. and I say a more inept, more 
childish, ridiculous and more 
impracticable proposal was never made. 
What does the proposal amount to? 
After all the saerifices in this war, we 
are to place in the hands of the Dutch 
population of the Transvaal from whieh 
the English population has already been 


more 


expelled the power of stultifying every- 
thing we have done, and enable them 
under a constitution granted by us to 


| frustrate every object for which the war 


undertaken. And why is. this 


was 
proposal made tous? If we were willing 
onee more to enter upon this sort of 


transaction with the Boers, a transae- 
tion which failed so lamentably on a 


previous occasion, we shall not be able 


‘to say again, as we said then many of 


Let us talk as much as we like, | 


not bring matters to the test of a division | 


in the House of Commons.” I challenge 


the right hon. Gentleman to say if I have | 


misrepresented the view of himself and 
others on the Front Bench opposite. 
The view is not put in definite form, but 
it is desirable that it should be put into 
definite form, otherwise we are liable to 
In my opinion, the 

hon. Member for 


misunderstanding. 
Amendment of the 
Carnarvon puts into terms in which it 
could be dealt with by the House every- 
thing that the right hon. Gentleman 
appeared to accept in the course of his 
speech, not, however, daring to challenge 
a vote thereon. 

Now let us see what this issue means— 
let us treat it seriously. We are to 
propose an armistice to the leaders of 
the Boers, who made war upon us and 
defeated. Very well. 


whom we have 


Having done that, we are to say. im- 
Sir I, Camphell-Bannerman, 





us, as we believed then, that it was a 
magnanimous policy and that it would 
be accepted as such. There is no magna- 
nimity in the proposal of the right hon. 
Gentleman. It is a proposal dictated 
by his fears. What did he tell us? He 
told us he was aghast at the present 
military situation and aghast at the 
that follow after 


consequences might 


‘the conclusion of the war, and it is upon 





the ground that our position is an im- 


| possible one that, after all these sacrifices 


we are to betray those who have trusted 
us, to betray the country which has 
given us its support, to betray the colonies 
who have come to our assistance—that 
we are to do all this, and admit that we, 
this great Empire, must, in view of 
the dangerous position in which we find 
ourselves, surrender everything for which 
we have been fighting. To whom are 
we to make these proposals? There are 
five leaders in the field at the present 
Are we to make them to all 
And if one agrees and the 


moment. 
of them ? 
others disagree, or four agree and one 
disagrees, what are we to do then? 
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13i Address in Answer to 


The right hon. Gentleman accused us 


the other day—he used some strong 


language, because, as he said, we had 
obliterated the regular Government when 
we annexed these States. I do not kuow 


whether the right hon. Gentleman 
suggests that we ought to have stopped 
Pretoria, while the 


reforming, 


at Bloemfontein or 
recilar Government was 
At Pretoria we annexed the Transvaal : 
from that time there was no regular 
We are 
only dealing now with the leaders of 
separate bands in the field, and the terme 


Government, and could not. be. 


we have to make are the terms, the con- 
ditions, which may be offered to them 
and to those they lead. 

Then there tsanother point. The right 
hon. Gentleman, followed by the hon, 
and learned Gentleman to-night says 
that we are in face of a position which is 
alinost an impossible position, The right 
hon. Gentleman said that there must be; 
that it is inevitable that there should be, 
wmajority of Dutchmen in South Atrica. 
In the first place, [ protest against the use 
of the word. It is not a question of 
Dutch. That is an attempt to recognise 
these so-called racial hostilities. It is a 
question of loyalist and dislovalist ; 
it is a question of loyalist and rebel, and 
tor my part Tam very glad to believe 
that a very large proportion, I believe the 
Ina jority, of the Duteh may be reckoned 
among the loyalist population. From 
those, therefore, we have nothing what- 
ever to fear, and even if it were true 
that there would be a racial majority 
of Dutch in South Africa, so long as the 
majority of the Dutch or a large pro- 
portion of the Dutch are loyal to the 
British Crown we should have no ground 


whatever for being alarmed. But, 
atter all, I do not believe that there 


will be a majority, and Tam not by any 
Ineans certain that there was a majority 
before the war. Returns are so—im- 
perfect that it is impossible to speak with 
absolute certainty. But if the riches of 
the ‘Transvaal are anything like what 
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has been generally suggested, what has 
been accepted by the other side whenever 
we talk about the power of taxing them, 
if the resources of the country are any- 
thing like what is, | believe, universally 
conceded, then with the development 





of the country which will follow the con- 
| » ¥ ; 

lclusion of the war, I believe that the 
proportion of the subjects of British 


birth and origin will be very largely in 
excess of those of any other nationality. 
My hon. friend the Member for Old- 
ham, im his very admirable speech, a 
speech which [am sure that those who 


| were triends and intimates of his father 


will have welcomed with the utmost 


| . . . . 
| satisfaction in the hope that we muy 
see the father repeated in the son- my 


hon. friend in that speech called attention 
to a practical matter which appears to 
have escaped the attention altogether 
of the right hon. Gentleman the Leader 
the hon. and 
That. is, 
that at the present time, owing to the 


ot the Opposition and of 
learned Gentleman opposite. 


action of the Boers, who, if we are to 
use the language of the Member for 
Carnarvon, | should have to say with 
great brutality expelled Englishmen, 
English women, English children, sent 
uncovered trucks and 


insult and 


them away in 


submitted them to 


every 
outrage—if we are to take no account 
of them, then the and the 


control of the country if given to the 


franchise 


Boers would be given to a party which 
by its own misdeeds in this matter mis- 
represents its former population, two- 
thirds at least of which were of a different 
Surely it is only reasonable 
grant full 


opinion. 
to suppose, before we 
government, that the country must be 
restored to something dike its normal 
condition, and that its old inhabitants, 
those who contributed to its prosperity, 
and on whose energy and enterprise its 
future depends, should have returned 
to their homes and should be able to 
take part in the political future of the 
country. If that is the issue which the 
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hon. Member for Carnarvon puts down 
on the Paper, but which he refuses to 
to a that is the 

between us—all | is that 
refuse to have anything to do with the 


Adjourninent of 


carry vote—if issue 


can say we 


policy suggested. We are quite ready 
the 
which I have spoken, we are ready to 


to establish civil government of 
maintain equality, we are ready to secure 
justice to all the inhabitants of the Trans- 
vaal and the Orange River Colony, but 
we are not prepared to put into their 
hands the whole control of the adminis- 
tration and civil government until we 
know it will be safe to do so, 

It is said that our views have not been 
the the 
Boers, and that a proclamation which 


communicated to leaders of 
1 promised [| would endeavour to have 
distri- 
I wish to say that, so far as the 


circulated has not heen so 


buted. 


leaders are concerned, | 


vet 
am convinced 
they know perfectly well what terms we 
are willing to offer. There is no excuse 
on their part. It is possible that many 
of their followers, being ignorant people 

when they come to us as prisoners 
we find they have been deceived as to 
know the 

We have 


by various means endeavoured to get 


is going on do not 


what 
terms we are willing to offer. 


to the rank and file a knowledge of the 
terms which are being offered, and we 
the The 


emissaries Who have been sent—emissaries 


know what result has been. 
not sent by us, but permitted by us to 
go, who volunteered themselves in. what 
they believed to be the interests of their 
countrymen, to make these representa- 
tions—these emissaries have been appa- 
rently, as far as our information goes, 
brutally ill-used, tortured before execu- 
tion, shot as spies after having been 
flogged. And that action on the part 
of the tinds 
those Members of the House who cannot 
find 


attack British soldiers and British ofticers. 


> 
Boers detenders among 


invective too strong in which to 


All 1 can say is that, as far as | am econ- 


: 
I have been in 


cerned, 


Mr. a: Chitinks rlain. 


constant com- 
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munication with Sir Alfred Milner, and 
through him Lord Kitchener, as to the 
possibility of any additional communica- 
The 


present moment would seem to be hardly 


tion being made to these forces. 


suitable for such a purpose, but [ask 
them to keep me informed as to any 
possible opportunity for further repre- 
sentations, 

In view of the hour [cannot attempt 
1 will only say, in) con- 


to say more. 


clusion, that we are not discussing 


to-night, although several Gentlemen 


have tried to introduce the point, the 
original justice of the war. [cannot 


understand how any person who ap 
proaches this matter with an unpre- 
judiced mind can fail to see, in view of 
all the information which is now in our 


possession, that this struggle had te 


come. The real issue behind all thi 
negotiations, behind everything — else, 


was the determination of the Boers to 


secure supremacy in South Africa : and 
all their preparations were made for it. 
That if we had 
go much further our difficulties would 


allowed matters to 
have enormously increased is certainly 
my conscientious conviction. | am also 
convinced that, now that we are in the war, 
in spite of the fact, which we regrettully 
acknowledge, that the sacrifices which 
have been called for are greater than we 
expected, and that the war has lasted 
the 
country is of the same mind in which it 


than anyone anticipated, 
has always been—that it will grudge no 
sacrifice which is necessary to carry the 
war to a successful conclusion, and that 
it will forgive no Government and no 
party which attempts to stultify the 
objects with which the war has been 
undertaken. 


Debate adjourned till to-morrow. 


House adjourned at Twelve 
of the elock. 
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Returns, 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Tuesday, 19th February, 1901. 


Several Lords took the Oath. 


THE DEATH OF QUEEN 
VICTORIA. 
The King’s Answer to the Address of 
the 25th of January last, was reported 
as follows :— 


I have received with much gratifi- 
cation your dutiful and affectionate 
Address. 

J am touched and consoled by your 
sympathy with My grief at the loss of 
My beloved Mother, the Queen, to 
whose unfailing devotion to the wel- 
fare of Her people throughout Her 
long and memorable Reign you bear 
testimony. 

[ return you My thanks for the 
expression of your loyal attachment 
to My person and your confidence 
in My desire to promote the happi- 
ness and liberty of My subjects, and 
I fervently join in your prayer that 
Almighty God will guide and 
strengthen my councils to that end. 


Address and Answer to be printed and 
published. 


The LorpD CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that he had received a message of 
sympathy on the death of the late Queen 
from the Hungarian House uf Magnates, 
as follows :— 


My Lorp, 


Greatly affected by the cruel loss which the | 


English — had to sustain by the lamented 
death of Her Majesty Queen Victoria, the 


Hungarian House of Magnates in its first | 


Session since Her decease, held on the 8th 
February, has given expression to the sincere 


and profound sympathy of the Hungarian | 


agnates in this national sorrow, thus paying 


their tribute to the imperishable memory of | 
the deceased noble Monarch, who during a | 
reign of unparalleled duration was a never- | 
: ' Angola 
rounded by the enthusiastic love of Her sub- | 

jects, and the veneration of every civilised 


failing paragon of constitutionalism, sur- 


people. 


The House of Magnates conferred upon me | 
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In discharge of this honourable commission, I 
have the honour to remain with the highest 


respect, 
My Lord, 
Your most obedient Servant, 
A. Csaky, 
Speaker of the House of Lords. 
Budapest, February 8, 1901. 


Reports, de. 


The same was ordered to be entered in 
the Journals of the House. 


NEW BILLS. 


LIGHT LOAD LINE BILL [H.1.]. 

A Bill to supplement the law relating 
to load lines on merchant ships—was 
presented by the Lord Muskerry ; read 
1“; to be printed ; and to be read 2¢ on 
Tuesday next. (No. 2.) 


LICENSING SESSIONS BILL [u.1.}. 

A Bill to alter the qualifications of 
licensing authorities and the time of 
holding licensing sessions—was presented 
by the Lord Bishop of Winchester ; 
read 1“; and to be printed. (No. 3.) 


INTOXICATING LIQUOR (SALE TO 
TRAVELLERS) BILL [H.1.]. 

A Bill to amend the law with respect 
to the sale of intoxicating liquors to 
travellers—was presented by the Lord 
Bishop of Winchester ; read 1; and to 
be printed. (No. 4.) 


HABITUAL DRUNKARDS BILL [H.L.]. 


A Bill to amend the law with respect 
to drunkenness—was presented by the 
Lord Bishop of Winchester ; read 1¢; 
and to be printed. (No. 5.) 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


No. 2554. Greece (Ionian Islands). 
No. 2555. Portugal (Province of 
)E 


CHINA, No. 1 (1901). 
Correspondence respecting the dis- 





the honour of imparting, by your kind media- 
tion, the above feelings to the House of Lords 
of the United Kingdom. 


VOL. LXXXIX. 


turbances in China [in continuation of 
| China, No. 3 (1900)]. 
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WAGES AND EFFECTS OF DECEASED 
SEAMEN. 


Account of the sums received and 
paid in respect of the wages and effects 


ORDS} Reports, de. 438 
|3lst August, 1900, being the annual 
report of the state of the finances of the 


University under Section 30 of the 
Universities (Scotland) Act, 1889. 


of deceased seamen in the year ended | 


31st March, 1900. 


INDIA (TRADE). 

Tables relating to the Trade of British 
India with British Possessions and 
Foreign Countries, 1895-96 to 1899- 
1900. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION (PRO- 
CEEDINGS). 
Return for the month of October, 

1900. 

POST OFFICE (PARCEL POST BETWEEN 
THE UNITED KINGDOM AND NOR- 
WAY). 

Agreement between the British and 

Norwegian Post Offices concerning the 

exchange of parcels by parcel post. 


MILK AND CREAM REGULATIONS. 

Minutes of Evidence taken before the 
departmental committee appointed by 
the Board of Agriculture to inquire and 
report upon the desirability of regula- 
tions under Section 4 of the Sale of Food 
and Drugs Act, 1899, for milk and cream ; 
with appendices and index. 

STATISTICS. 

Statistical Abstract for the principal 
and other foreign countries in each year 
from 1889 to 1898-99 (as far as the 
particulars can be stated). Twenty- 
seventh number. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 


List of school boards and school atten- 
dance committees in England and Wales. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 

(SCOTLAND), ACT, 
1889. 

1. Annual statistical reports by the 
University Courts of (1) the University 
of Edinburgh and (2) the University of 
Glasgow ; to the Secretary for Scotland, 
under the provisions of Section 30 of the 
Universities (Scotland) Act, for the year 
1899-1900. eu 

2. Abstract of accounts of the Univer- 
sity of Edinburgh for the year ended 


UNIVERSITIES 


| DUCHY OF CORNWALL. 
Account of receipts and disbursements 
for the year ended 31st December, 1900, 


DUCHY OF LANCASTER. 
Account of the receipts and disburse- 
ments in the year ended 31st December, 
1900 ; also a separate account of the 
capital to the same date. 


CHELSEA HOSPITAL. 
Account for the year ended 31st 
March, 1900, with report of the Comp- 
troller and Auditor-General thereon. 


GREEK LOAN. 
Annual Account for 1900. 


SARDINIAN LOAN. 
Annual Account for 1900. 


IMPERIAL OTTOMAN GUARANTEED 
LOAN, 1855. 


Account for the year 1900. 


PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS, 1853-1891 
(CONDITIONAL LICENCES). 

1. Licence granted by Her late Majesty 
to Minnie Wells, a convict under deten- 
tion in Aylesbury Prison, permitting 
the said Minnie Wells to be at large on 
condition that she enter the St. John 
the Baptist’s Home, Pimlico. 

2. Licence granted by Her late Majesty 
to Annie Coombs, a convict under 
detention in Aylesbury Prison, permitting 
the said Annie Coombs to be at large 
on condition that she enter the London 
| Female Preventive and Reformatory 
Institution. 

. Licence granted by His Majesty to 
Mary Fox, a convict under detention in 
Aylesbury Prison, permitting the said 
Mary Fox to be at large on condition 
that she enter the East End Refuge, 
' Finchley. 


GENERAL LIGHTHOUSE FUND. 
Account of the General Lighthouse 
| Fund, showing the Income and Ex- 
penditure for the year ended 31st March, 
| 1900. 
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RAMSGATE HARBOUR. | IL. (Military Savings Banks).—Account 
Statements of receipts and payments of gross amount of all moneys received 
made by the Board of Trade for the and paid by the Commissioners for the 
year ended 31st March, 1900; together Reduction of the National Debt on ac- 
with an account of the receipt and issue count of “ The Fund for Military Savings 
of stores. Banks,” from 19th September, 1845, 
: . to 5th January, 1901: 
CAPITAL PUNISHMENT. sz 
Amended rules made by the Secretary) SUPERANNUATION (TREASURY 
of State for the Home Department, | MINUTES). 
pursuant to the provisions of the Capital, (1) Dated 17th January, 1901, de- 
Punishment Amendment Act, 1868, claring that Charles Street, labourer, 
for regulating the execution of capital | Royal Laboratory, War Office ; (2) dated 
sentences. 5th February, 1901, declaring that 
John William Gill, messenger, Wakefield 
Post Office Department— were appointed 
without civil service certificates through 
inadvertence on the part of the heads 
of their respective departments. 


BUILDING SOCIETIES. 

Sixth Annual Report by the Chief 
Registrar of the Friendly Societies of 
the proceedings of the Registrars under 
the Building Societies Act; with an 


abstract of the annual account and BANK OF ENGLAND. 
statements of societies for the year 1900. Annual Accounts of Exchequer Biils 
“a 2 ep H 
DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS, and other Government securities pur 
1894 AND 1896. chased for the year ended, 5th January, 


Order, dated 8th January, 1901, 1901. 
prohibiting the conveyance of animals, priyaTE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 


ete., to or from any port in Great Britain (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. 
4 the Raper * King 7 Lynn," Additional and amending general orders 
urton,” and eterborough. for the regulation of proceedings under 


NATIONAL DEBT and in pursuance of the Act. 
_l. (Savings Banks and Friendly So-| pockYARD PORTS REGULATION ACT, 
életies )— 1865. 
1.“Account of the gross amount of Order in Council of the 13th Decem *:r, 
~ all sums received and paid by 1900, amending an Order in Council of 
the Commissioners for the Re-| the 26th February, 1897, relating to 
duction of the National Debt the Dockyard Port of Portsmouth. 


on account of banks for savings 
and friendly societies in Great 
Britain and Ireland, from their | 
commencement at 6th August, | 
1817, to 20th November, 1900, | 
inclusive. 

2. Account of the several transac-| 
tions which have taken place, | 
during the year ended 20th | 
November, 1900, in the invest- | 
ment of all moneys which came 
into the hands of the Com-| 
missioners for the Reduction) Laid before the House (pursuant to 
of the National Debt for savings | Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 
banks and friendly societies. | 

3."Account showing the aggregate| UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND 

" amount of the ‘iabilities of the | CAMBEIDGE ACT, 1877. 

Government to the trustees of | I. Statutes made by the Governing 
savings banks and friendly so- | Bodies of— 
cieties respectively on 20th Nov- 1. Brasenose College, Oxford, on 
ember, 1900, ete. 20th June, 1900, altering 


U2 


COUNTY COURTS ACT, 1888. 

Order of the Lord Chancellor, dated 
29th January, 1901, under section 45 
of the Act, ordering that Francis Bram- 
ston McCrea, Registrar of the County 
Court of Devonshire, held at Plymouth 
and East Stonehouse, shall not practise 
as a solicitor, and that Section 20 of the 
Supreme Court of Judicature (Officers) 
Act, 1879, shall not apply to the office 
of the said Mr. Francis Bramston McCrea. 
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Statutes ITI., V., XJII., and XVI. 
of the College Statutes ; HOUSE OF COMMONS 
2. New College, Oxford, on the ; 
10th October, 1900, and sealed Tuesday, 19th February, 1901. 


on 23rd October, 1900, altering 
Statute III. of the College 
Statutes. PRIVATE BILLS. 


II. Statute made by the Governing The CHAIRMAN oF Ways AND MEAns 
Body of the University of Cambridge on reported, That, in accordance with Stand- 
13th October, 1900, altering Statute B. ing Order 79, he had conferred with the 
of the University Statutes. Chairman of Committees of the House of 
Lords, for the purpose of determining in 
which House of Parliament the respective 
Private Bills should be first considered, 
a a ‘ and they had determined that the Bills 
UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. contained in the following List should 

1. University Court Ordinance No. III. originate in the House of Lords, viz. — 
(St. Andrews, No. 1). Foundation of : 
Bute Chair of Anatomy in the University 
of St. Andrews. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and to be printed. (No. 6.) 


1, Aire and Calder Navigation. 

2. Albion Steam Coal Company. 

3. Alfreton Gas. 
2. University Court Ordinance No. IV. 4. Arlesev Gas. 

(St. Andrews No. 2). Foundation of 5. Aspatria, Silloth, and District 

the Chandos Chair of Physiology in the Water. . 

University of St. Andrews. 6. Barrow-in-Furness Corporation. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to 7. Bath Gas Light and Coke. 


Act), and to be printed. (No. 7.) : anv go bene 
J. bethlem Hospital. 


ALIEN IMMIGRATION, 10. Bideford and Clovelly Railway 

Return of the number of aliens that (Abandonment). 
arrived from the continent at ports in 11. Bideford and Clovelly Railway 
the United Kingdom in each month of (Extension of ‘Time, ete.). 
the year 1901: Ordered to be laid 12. Birmingham (City) Tramways. 
before the House.—(The Earl of Dudley.) 13. Bolton Corporation. 1 

: : . 14. Bournemouth Corporation. 

Return (in part) respecting. Laid 15 Bridewell Hospital. 
before the House (pursuant to order of 16, Bristol, Clifton, and West of Eng- 
the day), and to be printed. (No. 8.) — Jand Zoological Society. 

cenit 17. Bristol Corporation Cemetery. 
PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE — 18. Bristol Corporation (Docks and 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. Railways, etc.). 

Ordered that all petitions deposited 19. Broadstairs and St. Peter's Water 
at the Office of the Secretary for Scot- and Improvement. 
land, pursuant to General Order 77, 20. Brompton and Piccadilly Circus 
in favour of or against any proposed Railway. 

Provisional Order, the provisions of 21. Cardiff Railway. 


which are subsequently proceeded with 22. Central London Railway. 

as a Bill in this House under section 2. 23. Charing Cross, Euston, and Hamp- 
(4) of the Private Legislation Procedure stead Railway (No. 1). 

(Scotland) Act, 1899, shall, on trans- 24. Charing Cross, Euston, and Hamp- 
mission from the Office of the Secretary stead Railway (No. 2). 

for Scotland, be received as if duly depo- 25. Charing Cross, Hammersmith, and 
sited in favour of or against such Bill.— District Electric Railway. 

(The Chairman of Committees.) 26. Chester Corporation Tramways. 


27. Chesterfield Improvement. 
House adjourned at twenty-five 98. Chester Gas. 


minutes before five of the clock, oe : 
to Thursday next, a quarter| 2° Christ’s Hospital (London). 


past four of the clock. 


30. City and Brixton Railway. 
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31. City and North East Suburban 
Electric Railway. 

32. City and South London Railway. 

33. Cork, Blackrock, and Passage Rail- 
way. 

34. Cowes Ferry. 

35. Doncaster Tithe Trust. 

36. Dover Corporation. 

37. Dover Harbour. 

38. Dover Gas. 

39, Easton and Church Hope Railway. 

40, Elland Gas. 

41. Faversham Water. 

42. Finchley and Hendon Tramways. 

43. Folkestone Corporation. 

44, Freshwater, Yarmouth, and New- 
port Railway. 

45. Great Southern and Western Rail- 
way. 

46. Handsworth Urban District Coun- 
cil. 

47. Harpenden District Gas. 

48. Harrogate Corporation. 

49. Harrogate Water. 


50. Henry’ Diaper and Company 
weg: 4 Warrants). 
1. Heywood and Middleton Water 
Board, 


52. Islington and Euston Railway. 

53. King’s Norton and Northfield 
Urban District Tramways. 

54. King’s Road Railway. 

55. Leeds Churches. 

56. Leeds Corporation (General Powers). 

57. Leeds Corporation Water. 

58. Llanelly and Mynydd Mawr Rail- 
way. 

59. Llanelly Harbour. 

60. London, Brighton, and South Coast 
Railway. 

61. London (City) School for Orphans 
of Freemen. 

62. Lowestoft Corporation. 

63. Lynton and Barnstaple Railway. 

64. Manchester and Liverpool Electric 
Express Railway. 

65. Manchester Corporation. 

66. Manchester (Market Street Area) 
Improvements. 

67. Mersey Docks and Harbour Board. 

68. Mersey Docks and Harbour Board 
(Canada Dock Works, etc.). 

69. Milford Docks. 


70. Newcastle-upon-Tyne and Gates- 


head Gas. 
71. Newport (Isle of Wight) Gas. 
72. New Swindon Gas. 
73. Nitrate Railways Company. 
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74. North East London Railway. 

75. Nottingham Corporation. 

76. Oakham Water. 

77. Omagh Gas. 

78. Otley Gas. 

79. Piccadilly and City Railway. 

80. Portmadoe, Beddgelert, and South 
Snowdon Railway. 

81. Poulton-le-Fylde Gas. 

82. Prestatyn Water. 

83. Rhymney and Aber 
and Water. 

84. Ripon Corporation. 

85. Royal Exchange Assurance. 

86. Rugby Water and Improvement. 

87. St. Bartholomew's Hospital. 

88. Salford Corporation. 

89. Sheftield Corporation. 

90. Sheftield District Railway. 

91. Shields Bridge. 

92. Shrewsbury Gas. 

93. Smethwick Corporation. 

94. South Eastern, London, and Chat- 
ham, and Dover Railways. 

95. South Essex Water. 

96. South Lancashire Tramways. 

97. Southport Water (Transfer). 

98. South Western and Isle of Wight 
Junction Railway. 

99. Stockport Corporation Water. 

100. Stratton and Bude Gas. 

101. Stratton and Bude Improvement. 

102. Sutton-in-Ashfield Urban District 
(Water). 

103. Tyneside 
roads. 

104. 


Valleys Gas 


Tramways and Tram- 
Warkworth Harbour. 
105. Watford and District Tramways. 
106. West and South London Junction 
Railway. 
107. Weston-super-Mare Gas. 
108. Wigan Corporation Tramways, 
ete. 
109. 
110. 


Wisbech Water. 
Worcester Tramways. 

Several other Members took and sub- 
scribed the Oath. 


THE DEATH OF QUEEN 
VICTORIA. 
Mr. SPEAKER informed the House that 
he had received the following Communi- 
cations expressing the condolence of the 


Portuguese Chamber of Deputies with the 
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British Nation in the loss it had sus-| her sorrows, he concluded by laying on the 


tained by the death of Her late Majesty :— re — — : 
; ‘“*T propose that the Chamber, in testimony 


London, February 15th, 1900. of its regret and deference, do suspend its 
SIR, | sittings until after the funeral. 
I have the honour to enclose a resolution (Signed) JoAs FRANCO. 


from the Portuguese Chamber of Deputies 
expressing their profound sympathy with the 
people of Great Britain in the loss they had } 
suffered by the death of the late (Queen 
Victoria. 


Senhor Francisco Beirao, on behalf of the 
wrogressive minority, said that he associated 
himself with the manifestations which had 
been proposed, and after dwelling upon the 
excellences of character of the illustrious De- 
parted and the services which She had ren- 
dered to civilisation, concluding by moving 
that the proposal of the President and that of 
the illustrious leader of the majority should be 
approved by acclamation. 


I am, Sir, 
Your obedient humble servant, 
SOVERAL. 
Th» Speaker of the House 
of Commons. 





Chamber of Deputies. The resolution was passed. 


Copy of the records of the Session January | True copy. Directorate General of the Office 
23, 1901, containing the vote of profound con- | of the Chamber of Deputies. January 26, 1901. 


dolence on the death of H.M. Queen Victoria The Councillor, Director and Secretary 
of England, Empress of India. General. 
The President stated that it was his sad (Signed) JOAQUIM P. DI ABRANCHE. 


duty to communicate to the Chamber the | 
decease of H.M. Queen Victoria of England 


and said that this event, which brought | CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS. 
mourning and sorrow not only to the Royal | ‘i. Geese farther infereed the 
. » Ps ay 


Family of England, but to the whole English ; 
Nation, had also afflicted the Royal Family of | House that he had received from the 
Portugal, and _ particularly their August | Judges appointed to try the several Elec- 
Sovereign, the King, Dom Carlos ; the Portu- | tion Petitions the following Certificate and 
guese people too were shocked and felt, as their ‘ i=J : a 
own, the sorrow and grief of our ancient and Report relating to the Election for the 
faithful ally ; he said that he believed himself | Borough of Maidstone :— 

to be interpreting the sentiments of the whole ‘ 
Chamber, which was the legitimate represen- MAIDSTONE ELECTION PETITION. 
tative of the country, when he proposed that 
in the records of the session should be inscribed 
a vote of profound condolence on this unhappy | The Corrupt and _ Illegal Practices Acts, 
event, and that the proper communication 1854-1895. 

should be made to the English Government | To the Right Honourable the Speaker of the 
and the House of ¢ ommons. House of Commons. 

The Minister for Foreign Affairs, on behalf Sa ee : _ a 
of the Government, said that he associated We, Sir William Rann Kennedy, Knight, 
himself witl the proposal of the President, and | #24 Sir Arthur Moseley Channell, Knight, 
in deeply sympathetic terms eulogised the Judges of the High ¢ ourt of Justice, and two 
virtues and high qualities of mind and charac- | Of the Judges on the Rota for the time being 
ter which distinguished the illustrious Queen | for the trial of Election Petitions in England 
of England, Empress of India, whose glorious and Wales, do hereby certify in pursuance of 
reign had seen the realisation of all the dreams the said Acts that upon the eleventh to the 
of greatness and prespersty of Her beloved | fourteenth days of February of this year we 
people ; he extolled the qualities which adorn | duly held a Court at the Sessions House, 
the Sovereign who is about to preside over the Maidstone, for the trial of, and did try, the 
destinies of England, and pen me wr by saying Election Petition for the Borough of Maid- 
that the funeral ceremonies which were to be | Stone, between Fiennes Stanley Wykeham 
celebrated in the United Kingdom were some- | Cornwallis, Petitioner, and John Barker, 
thing more than a commemoration, they were | Respondent. : 
the apotheosis of Her who was the glory of | And, in further pursuance of the said Acts, 
Her Country and an honour to humanity. we report that at the conclusion of the said 

Senhor Joas Franco Castello Branco, in the trial we determined that the said John Barker, 
name of the parliamentary majority, said that being the Member whose Election and Return 
he associated himself with the proposed mani- | Were complained of in the Petition, was not 
festation, not only as a mark of condolence | duly elected, and that the Election was void on 
which was due, in such circumstances, to | the ground of bribery by his Agents ; and we 
friendly nations, but as a confirmation of the | 4° hereby certify in writing such oar determin- 
sentiments of respectful sympathy and well | ##10n to you. - 
deserved admiration for the virtues of the | And whereas the charges were made in the 
illustrious Queen whom England had just | *2id Petition of corrupt and illegal practices 
lost, and who was a perfect model for Consti- having been committed at the said Election, 
tutional Sovereigns aud Chiefs of modern | W¢, im further pursuance of the said Acts, 
liberal States ; and after declaring that Portu- | Pott as follows :— 
gal owed to England an assurance that she| (1) That no corrupt or illegal practice was 
would ever be at her side to share her joys and | proved to have been committed by or with the 


The Parliamentary Elections Act, 1868. 











447 


knowlec 


(3) TI 
rupt pr 
Election 
to belie 
extensi\ 

(4) TI 
by his a 
5) TI 
demnity 
set out 
Barker, 
Ward. 

A cop 
taken b 
of the | 
our cert 

Dated 


John Ce 
Frederic 
George 

Thomas 
James J 
William 
Thomas 
William 
Thomas 
Henry 1% 
Joseph ¢ 
Albert ¢ 
Arthur] 


William 
hill. 
Albert V 
Thomas 
Frederic 
Walter ' 


Petiti 
of Law 


ELEME 
GRAI 
TION 
Petiti 

Killam 

pool ; E 

boroug] 

Table. 








le 
le 
C- 


le 


go 
Is 


e, 


nb 
T, 


id 
rT, 
mn 
ot 
om 
ve 


he 
es 
n, 
ts, 


as 
he 





447 Returns, 


knowledge and consent of the said John | 


Barker. 

(2) That the persons whose names are set out 
in the Schedule hereto were proved to have 
been guilty of the corrupt practice of bribery. 

(3) That although it was proved that cor- 
rupt practices were committed at the said 
Election it was not proved, nor have we reason 
to believe that corrupt or illegal practices 
extensively prevailed at the said Election. 

(4) That the said John Barker was guilty 
by his agents of the corrupt practice of bribery. 


(5) That we have given certificates of in- | 


demnity to all the persons whose names ar2 
set out in the Schedule hereto except Levi 
Barker, Alfred Henry Russell, and Henry 
Ward. 

A copy of the evidence and of our judgment 
taken by the deputies of the shorthand writer 
of the House of Commons accompanies this 
our certificate. 

Dated this 18th day of February, 1901. 


WILLIAM RANN KENNEDY. 
A. M. CHANNELL. 


Schedule. 
Persons Bribed. 
ArthurHenry Pinhorn. 
Alfred Atkins. 
Edward Woollett. 
Henry Jenner. 
Alfred Henry Russell. 
Lionel Ireland. 
William Muggridge. 
Henry Luck. 
Thomas Henry Under- 
hill. 
Eli Harman. 
Harry Harman. 


John Costello. 
Frederick Perrin. 
George Hoad. 

Thomas Bray. 

James Jury. 

William Rivers. 
Thomas Ring. 
William Stevens. 
Thomas Beadle. 
Henry Ward. 

Joseph George Rogers. 
Albert George Honey. 


ArthurLogan. George Mace. 
W. R.K. 
A. M. C. 


Persons Guilty of Bribing. 

William Thomas Over- Arthur Wiffens. 

i Albert Turner. 

William John Turner. 

Levi Barker. 

Albert King. 

Ernest William Parks. 
W. R. K. 
A. M. C. 


hill. 
Albert William Airton. 
Thomas Hewitt. 
Frederick Martin. 
Walter Thomas Beale. 


PETITIONS. 
CHURCH DISCIPLINE. 


Petition from Low Moor, for alteration 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (HIGHER 
GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUA- 
TION SCHOOLS). 

Petitions for alteration of Law, from 
Killamarsh ; Worcester ; Clayton ; Liver- 
pool ; Heckmondwike ; Longton ; Lough- 
borough ; and Ecclesfield ; to lie upon the 
Table. 
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LICENSING (SALE OF INTOXICATING 
LIQUORS). 
Petition from Epsom, for alteration of 
Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


Reports, &e. 


POOR LAW MEDICAL 


(SCOTLAND). 
Petition from the Highlands and 
Islands of Scotland, for alteration of 
Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


OFFICERS 


POOR LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUA- 
TION ACT, 1896. 
Petitions for 
from Blaenavon ; 


alteration of Law, 
Newport Pagnell ; 


' Radstock ; Newhaven ; and Great Cros- 


by ; to lie upon the Table. 


PURE BEER. 
Petition from Berwick on Tweed, 
for legislation ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING 
ON SUNDAY. 
Petitions in favour, from Newport 
Pagnell ; and Fenny Stratford; to, lie 
upon the Table. a4 


LIQUORS 


ti mh @ 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN. 


Petition from Surbiton, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR. 
Petition from Southport, for termina- 
tion ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1889 
(ORDINANCE). 

Paper [presented 15th February] to be 
printed. [No. 27.] 

Paper [presented 15th February] to' be 
printed. [No. 28. | 


STATISTICAL ABSTRACT 

COUNTRIES). 

Copy presented, of Statistical Abstract 

for the principal and other Foreign 

Countries in each year from 1889 to 

1898-9 (Twenty-seventh Number) [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


(FOREIGN 


UNIVERSITY OF EDINBURGH. 
Copy presented, of Report on the 


State of the Finances of the University, 





449 New Bills. {COMMONS} New Bills. 450 


made by the University Court, for the|read a second time upon Wednesday, 
year to 31st August, 1900 [by Act] ;|6th March, and to be printed. [Bill 2.) 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 29.] CONGESTED DISTRICTS (IRELAND). 
DUCHY OF LANCASTER Bill dealing with Congested Districts 
metic nig in Ireland, ordered to be brought in by 
Accounts presented, for the year ended | yr. Flynn, Dr. Ambrose, Mr. Dillon 
21st December, 1900 [by Act]; to lie! Mr. Boland, Mr. William O'Brien, Mr. 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. | Conor O'Kelly, Mr. Boyle, Mr. Roche 
30.] Mr. John O'Donnell, Mr. Thomas O’Don- 
nell, and Mr. O’Doherty. 
EDUCATION (SCHOOL BOARDS, ETC.) : 
ENGLAND AND WALES). 
: ( _ igi CONGESTED DISTRICTS (IRELAND) 
Copy presented, of List of School Boards BILL. 
and School Attendance Committees in| « Dealing with Congested Districts in 
RE : “te Ha : PS = ees ° ; 
England and Wales, Ist January, 1901 | Treland,’ presented and read the first 
(by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. | time: to be read a second time upon 
; » Te s 
PN Ailes dinnane viene | Wednesday, 13th March, and to be 
YATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE | 57; TBill : 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. _printed. [Bill 3.] 
Copy presented, of Additional and | gape or INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
Amending General Orders for the Regula- | CHILDREN. ~ 


tion of Proceedings under and in pursu- | . 
Ie : Bill to prevent the sale of Intoxica- 
ance of The Private Legislation Pro- | P me% 


cedure (Scotland) Act, 1899 [by Act] ;| ting Liquors to Children, ordered to be 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | brought in by Mr. Crombie, Sir William 
[No. 31.] Houldsworth, Mr. Tritton, Sir Joseph 
iit Leese, Mr. Asquith, Sir Henry Fowler, 
EAST INDIA (TRADE.) Sir Edward Grey, Mr. T. M. Healy, Mr. 

Copy presented, of Tables relating to Alfred Thomas, Mr. William Johnston, 

, sented, ables rele D ) a ae As 

the Trade of British India with British Mr. Peel, and Mr. Charles Douglas. 
Possessions and Foreign Countries for}... eer 
the five years 1895-0 to. 1809-1900 | SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS T0 
{by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. A a alge aguEN Res 





“To prevent the Sale of Intoxicating 
onaneaiiad Liquors to Children,’ presented, and 
on ' read the first time ; to be read a second 
NEW BILLS. time upon Wednesday, 20th March, 
—— and to be printed. [Bill 4.] 
POLICE SUPERANNUATION — (SCOT- 
LAND). BEER. 

Bill to assimilate the Law relating to! Bill to amend the Law relating to the 
Police Pensions and Allowances in Scot-| »anufacture and sale of Beer, ordered 
land to the Law in England, and for| 4, je brought in by Mr. Purvis, Sir 
other purposes relating thereto, ordered | Gythbert Quilter, Colonel Kenyor- 
to be brought in by Mr. John Wilson Slaney, Sir James Fergusson, Mr. Frede- 
(Falkirk), Sir Lewis M'Iver, Mr. Wylie, | pie; Wilson, Mr. Round, Mr. Broad- 
Mr. Hozier, Sir John Stirling-Maxwell, hurst, Mr. Griffith-Boscawen, Colond 
Sir Walter Thorburn, Mr. Dalziel, and Brookfield Mr. Price, Mr. Younger 
‘ i . 2 5 = x : 48) 
Mr. Law. Mr. Jeffreys, and Mr. Joseph Walton. 
POLICE SUPERANNUATION (SCOT- La. 

LAND) BILL. BEER BILL. 
“To assimilate the Law relating to! “To amend the Law relating to the 


Police Pensions and Allowances in Scot- | manufacture and sale of Beer,” presented 
land to the Law in England, and for and read the first time; to be read a 





other purposes relating thereto,” pre-| second time upon Wednesday, 27th 
sented, and read the first time; to be March, and to be printed. [Bill 5.] 
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MINES (EIGHT HOURS). 

Bill to restrict the hours in Mines to 
Eight Hours per day from bank to bank, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Yoxall, 
Mr. Pickard, Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. 
Jacoby, Mr. William Abraham (Rhondda) 
Mr. Thomas Bayley, Mr. Markham, Mr. 
Keir Hardie, Sir Albert Rollit, Mr. Cald- 
well, and Mr. Joseph Walton. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) . BILL. 


“To restrict the hours in Mines to 
Eight Hours per day from bank to bank,” 
presented, and read the first time; to 
be read a second time upon Wednesday, 


97th February, and to be printed. 
(Bill 6.] 
COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT). 


Bill to amend the provisions of the 
Coal Mines Regulation Act, 1887, which 
relate to employment, ordered to be 
brought in by Sir Thomas Roe, Sir Wal- 
ter Foster, Mr. Pickard, Mr. William 
Abraham (Rhondda), Mr. Holland, Mr. 
Broadhurst, Mr. Brynmor Jones, Mr. 
Markham, Mr. Jacoby, Mr. Bell, Mr. 
Cremer, and Mr. Joseph Walton. 


COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BILL. 

“To amend the provisions of The Coal 
Mines Regulation Act, 1887, which re- 
late to employment,” presented, and 
read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Wednesday, 17th April, and 
to be printed. [Bill 9.] 


EDUCATION (YOUNG CHILDREN) 
(SCHOOL ATTENDANCE) (SCOTLAND). 

Bill to regulate the Attendance of 
Young Children at School in Scotland, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Pirie, 
Mr. Asquith, Mr. Baird, Mr. Dillon, Sir 
William Houldsworth, Sir Lewis M‘Iver, 
Sir Robert Reid, Mr. Robson, Captain 
Sinclair, Mr. Parker Smith, and Mr. 
Tennant. 


CHILDREN) 
(SCOT- 


EDUCATION (YOUNG 
(SCHOOL ATTENDANCE) 
LAND) BILL. 

“To regulate the Attendance of Young 
Children at School in Scotland,” pre- 
sented, and read the first time ; to be 
read a second time upon Wednesday, 
Ist May, and to be printed. [Bill 8.] 
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MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED 
WIFE’S SISTER. 

Bill to amend the Law as to Marriages 
with a Deceased Wife’s Sister, ordered 
to be brought in by Sir William Gurdon. 
Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice, Mr. Hambro, 
Captain Jessel, Sir Joseph Leese, Mr. 
David Maeclver, Mr. Mellor, Mr. Melville, 
Colonel Sadler, Mr. Charles Shaw, Sir 
Barrington Simeon, and Mr. Price. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED 
WIFE’S SISTER BILL. 

“To amend the Law as to Marriage 
with a Deceased Wife’s Sister,” presented, 
and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday, 24th April, 
and to be printed. [Bill 7.] 


LEGAL PROCEDURE (IRELAND). 

Bill to amend the Law relating to 
Trial by Jury and other legal proce- 
dure in Ireland, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. T. M. Healy, Mr. Harrington 
and Mr. Clancy. 


LEGAL PROCEDURE (IRELAND) BILL. 

“To amend the Law relating to Trial 
by Jury and other legal procedure in 
Ireland,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 15th May, and to be printed. 


[Bill 10.] 


LAND TENURE. 

Bill to amend the Law relating to the 
Tenure of Land, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Lambert, Mr. Seale-Hayne, 
Mr. Soares, Mr. Charles Allen, Mr. 
Edwards, Mr. Fletcher Moulton. 


LAND TENURE BILL. 

“To amend the Law relating to the 
Tenure of Land,” presented, and read 
the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 8th May, and to be 
printed. [Bill 11.] 


COMPENSATION FOR DAMAGE TO 
CROPS, ETC. 

Bill to give Compensation for Damage 
by Fires caused by sparks from railway 
engines, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Hudson, Mr. Jeffreys, Mr. Munro 
Ferguson, Mr. Channing, Colonel Ken- 
yon-Slaney, Mr. James Lowther, Mr. 
Price, Major Rasch, and Mr. Strachey. 





453 New Bills. 


COMPENSATION FOR DAMAGE TO 
CROPS, ETC., BILL. 


“To give Compensation for Damage 


by Fires caused by sparks from railway | 


engines,” presented, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 6th March, and to be printed. 


[Bill 12.] 


LABOURERS (IRELAND) ACTS AMEND- 
MENT. 

Bill to amend the Labourers (Ireland) 
Acts, 1883 to 1896, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. J. P. Farrell, Mr. Barry, Mr. 
Murnaghan, Mr. Kendal O’Brien, Mr. 
Lundon, Mr. Joyce, Mr. Crean, and 
Mr. O’Shee. 


LABOURERS (IRELAND) ACTS AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 


“To amend the Labourers (Ireland 
Acts, 1883 to 1896,” presented, and 


read the first time ; to be read a second | 


time upon Wednesday, 22nd May, and 
to be printed. [Bill 13.] 


POOR LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUA- 
TION (SCOTLAND). 

Bill to enable parish councils in Scot- 
land to grant Superannuation Allow- 
ances to Poor Law Officers and servants 
and to officers and servants of com- 
mittees of management of poor-houses 
formed under a combination for poor 
house purposes, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Maxwell, Sir Lewis M‘Iver, 
Dr. Farquharson, Mr. Nicol, Mr. Ure, 
Mr. Cross, and Mr. Renshaw. 


POOR LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUA- 
TION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

“To enable parish councils in Scotland 
to grant Superannuation Allowances 
to Poor Law Officers and servants, and 
to officers and servants of committees 
of management of poorhouses formed 
under a combination for poorhouse pur- 
poses,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 13th March, and to be 
printed. [Bill 14.] 


LICENCES (IRELAND). 


Bill to stop the issue of new Licences 
unless in exceptional circumstances in 
Ireland, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. T. W. Russell, Mr. T. M. Healy, 
Colonel Saunderson, Mr. Clancy, Sir 
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James Haslett, Mr. Samuel Young, 


| Mr. T. L. Corbett, and Mr. Jordan. 


LICENCES (IRELAND) BILL. 


| 4° To stop the issue of new Licences 
unless in exceptional circumstances in 
Ireland,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon 
Tuesday, 5th March, and to be printed. 
[Bill 15.] 


OUT-DOOR RELIEF (FRIENDLY 
SOCIETIES). 

Bill to amend the Out-door Relief 
Friendly Societies Act, 1894, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Wingfield-Digby, 
Mr. Strachey, Sir Albert Rollit, Sir 
Mark Stewart, Mr. Goulding, Sir Samuel 
Hoare, Colonel Brookfield, Mr. Yoxall, 
Mr. Thomas Bayley, Mr. Holland, Mr. 
Rigg, and Mr. Platt-Higgins. 


OUT-DOOR RELIEF (FRIENDLY 
SOCIETIES) BILL. 

“To amend the Out-door Relief 
Friendly Societies Act, 1894,” presented, 
and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday, 15th May, 
and to be printed. [Bill 16.] 
CERTIFICATES SUSPEN- 

SION. 

Bill to enable Courts to suspend the 
Certificates of Trawlers convicted of 
Illegal Trawling, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Bignold, Mr. Harmsworth, 
Mr. Weir, Mr. J. Catheart Wason, Mr. 
Jordan, and Mr. Leveson-Gower. 


TRAWLERS’ 


CERTIFICATES SUSPEN- 
SION BILL. 

To enable Courts to suspend the 
Certificates of ‘Trawlers convicted of 
Illegal Trawling,” presented, and read 


TRAWLERS’ 


“ 


‘the first time; to be read a second time 


upon Wednesday, 6th March, and to be 
printed. [Bill 17.] 


STEAM ENGINES AND BOILERS 
(PERSONS IN CHARGE). 

Bill to grant certificates to persons in 
charge of Steam Engines and Boilers, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Jacoby, 
Mr. Bell, Mr. Haldane, Mr. Helder, 
Colonel Denny, Mr. Fenwick, Mr. John 
Wilson (Durham), Mr. Paulton, Mr. 


Joseph Walton, and Mr. Holland. 
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STEAM ENGINES AND BOILERS 
(PERSONS IN CHARGE) BILL. 


“To grant certificates to persons in 


charge of Steam Engines and Boilers,” | 


presented, and read the first time ; to be 
read a second time upon Wednesday, 
lst May, and to be printed. [Bill 18.] 


LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND). 

Bill to provide for improving and 
extending the procedure for obtaining 
parliamentary powers by way of Pro- 
visional Orders in matters relating to 
Ireland, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Hemphill, Mr. Field, Mr. T. W. 
Russell, Mr. Caldwell, Sir Albert Rollit, 
Mr. Condon, and Colonel Nolan. 


PRIVATE 


LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND) BILL. 

“To provide for improving and ex- 
tending the procedure for obtaining 
parliamentary powers by way of Pro- 
visional Orders in matters relating to 
Ireland,” presented, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 1st May, and to be printed. 


[Bill 19.] 


PRIVATE 


OLD AGE PENSIONS. 
Bill to provide Pensions for the aged 
poor, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Channing, Mr. Burt, Mr. John Burns, 


Mr. John Wilson (Durham), Sir Walter | 


Foster, and Mr. Broadhurst. 


OLD AGE PENSIONS BILL. 

“To provide Pensions for the aged 
poor,” presented, and read the first time ; 
to be read a second time upon Wednes- 
day, 15th May, and to be printed. [Bill 
20. ] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
AMENDMENT. 

Bill to amend the Law relating to 
Local Government in Ireland, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Crean, Mr. 
Patrick Aloysius M‘Hugh, Mr. J. P. 
Farrell, Mr. Daly, Mr. O’Shee, Mr. 
Nannetti, and Mr. Tully. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 


“To amend the Law relating to Local 
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|time upon Wednesday, 12th June, and 


| to be printed. [Bill 21.] 
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LAND TENURE (WALES). 
Bill to amend the Law relating to 
‘the Tenure of Agricultural Land in 
| Wales and Monmouthshire, ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. Osmond Williams, 
Mr. Alfred Thomas, Mr. Brynmor Jones, 
| Mr. Ellis Griffith, and Mr. Edwards. 


LAND TENURE (WALES) BILL. 

“To amend the Law relating to the 
/Tenure of Agricultural Land in Wales 
and Monmouthshire,” presented, and 
read the first time; to be read a second 
time upon Wednesday, 22nd May, and 
to be printed. [Bill 22.] 
TENANTS’ IMPROVEMENT (IRELAND). 

Bill for improving the condition of 
Tenants in Cities, Towns, and Villages 
in Ireland, ordered to be brought in by 


Major Jameson, Mr. Field, Captain 
Donelan, and Mr. Patrick Aloysius 
M‘Hugh. 


TENANTS IMPROVEMENT (IRELAND) 
BILL. 


“For improving the condition of 
Tenants in Cities, Towns, and Villages 
in Ireland,” presented, and read the 
first time; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 19th June, and to 
be printed. [Bill 23. 


CRIMES ACT (IRELAND) REPEAL. 

Bill to repeal certain criminal statutes 
relating to Ireland, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. William Abraham (Cork), 
Mr. William Redmond, Mr. O’Doherty, 
Mr. Patrick O’Brien, Mr. Boland, and 
Mr. O’Shea. 


CRIMES ACT (IRELAND) REPEAL BILL. 

“To repeal certain criminal statutes 
relating to Ireland,” presented, and read 
the first time; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 26th June, and to be 
printed. [Bill 24.] 


ROMAN CATHOLIC DISABILITIES 
REMOVAL. 


| Bill to remove certain Disabilities 
affecting Roman Catholics in Great 


Government in Ireland,” presented, and Britainand Ireland, ordered to be brought 


read the first time; to be read a second 


jin by Mr. Tully, Mr. Daly, Mr. Patrick 
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Aloysius M‘Hugh, Mr. O'Doherty, and 
Mr. M‘Fadden. 


ROMAN CATHOLIC DISABILITIES 
REMOVAL BILL. 

“To remove certain Disabilities affect- 
ing Roman Catholics in Great Britain 
and Ireland,” presented, and read the 
first time; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 6th March, and to be 
printed. [Bill 25.] 


SALMON FISHERIES (IRELAND) 
ACTS AMENDMENT. 


Bill to amend the Salmon Fisheries 


(Ireland) Acts, ordered to be brought . 


in by Mr. Seton-Karr, Mr. Thorburn, 
and Colonel Lucas. 


SALMON FISHERIES (IRELAND) 
ACTS AMENDMENT BILL. 

“To amend the Salmon Fisheries 
(Ireland) Acts,” presented, and read the 
first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 5th June, and to be printed. 
[Bill 26.] 


MANHOOD SUFFRAGE (IRELAND). 

Bill to establish Manhood Suffrage in 
Ireland, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
M‘Fadden, Mr. Murnaghan, Mr. Daly, 
Mr. Roche, Mr. Tully, Mr. Barry, Mr. 
Cullinan, Mr. O'Doherty, and Mr. Boyle. 


MANHOOD “oo (IRELAND) 

“To establish Manhood Suffrage in 
Ireland,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 22nd May, and to be printed. 
[Bill 27.] 


OLD AGE PENSIONS (No. 2). 


Bill to provide Pensions for aged 
deserving poor, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Bull, Mr. Goulding, Lord 
Willoughby de Eresby, Mr. John Hutton, 
Mr. Remnant, Mr. T. L. Corbett, and 
Mr. Hay. 


OLD AGE PENSIONS (No. 2) BILL. 

“To provide Pensions for aged deserv- 
ing poor,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 17th April, and to be printed, 
[Bill 28.] 
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MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT (RESIG. 
NATION OF SEATS). 

Bill to enable Members of Parliament to 
resign their seats, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Loder, Sir Francis Powell, Sir 
Charles Dilke, Mr. Fison, Mr. H. D. 
Greene, Mr. T. M. Healy, and Sir Joseph 
Dimsdale. 


MEMBERS GF PARLIAMENT (RESIG.- 
NATION OF SEATS) BILL. 

“To enable Members of Parliament to 
resign their seats,” presented, and read 
the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 8th May, and to be 
printed. [Bill 29.] 


OLD AGE PENSIONS (No. 4). 

Bill to provide Pensions for aged 
deserving poor, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. J. W. Wilson, Mr. Goulding, 
Mr. Ormsby-Gore, Mr. Gray, Mr. Morri- 
son, Mr. Hay, and Mr. T. L. Corbett. 


OLD AGE PENSIONS (No. 4) BILL. 

“To provide Pensions for aged desery- 
ing poor,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 24th April, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 30. ] 


JURORS’ EXPENSES. 

Bill to provide for the payment of the 
expenses of Jurors attending Assizes and 
Quarter Sessions, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Lloyd Morgan, Mr. Wharton, 
Mr. John Hutton, Sir Albert Rollit, 
Mr. Abel Thomas, and Mr. Edwards. 


JURORS’ EXPENSES BILL. 
“To provide for the payment of the 
expenses of Jurors attending Assizes and 
Quarter Sessions,” presented, and read 
the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 17th April, and to be 
printed. [Bill 31.] 


IRISH LIGHTS. 


Bill dealing with the Irish Lights 
Board, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Patrick White, Mr. Field, Mr. Cogan, 


‘Captain Donelan, Mr. Nannetti, Mr. 


Patrick O’Brien, and Mr. Conor O'Kelly. 


IRISH LIGHTS BILL. 
“ Dealing with the Irish Lights Board,” 
presented, and read the first time ; to 


be read a second time upon Wednesday, 
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27th March, and to be printed. [Bill’ 
32.] 


CONSTABULARY (IRELAND). 


Bill dealing with the Royal Irish 
Constabulary control, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr, Condon, Mr. Kendal 
O’Brien, Mr. P. J. O’Brien, Mr. Cullinan, 
and Mr. O’Shee. 


CONSTABULARY (IRELAND) BILL. 


“Dealing with the Royal Irish Con- 
stabulary control,” presented, and read 
the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 20th March, and to 
be printed. [Bill 33.] 


VOLUNTEERS (IRELAND). 


Bill for the establishment of a Volun- 
teer force in Ireland, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Thomas O’Donnell, 
Mr. Boland, Mr. Cullinan, Mr. Barry, 
Mr. Murphy, Mr. Flavin, Mr. Conor 
O'Kelly, Mr. Condon, and Mr. John 
tedmond. 


VOLUNTEERS (IRELAND) BILL. 


“For the establishment of a Volunteer 
force in Ireland,” presented, and read 
the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 24th April, and to be 
printed. [Bill 34.] 


AND LIGHT 
(IRELAND). 


WATER SUPPLY 

Bill to amend the Local Government 
(Ireland) Act, 1898, so far as regards the 
Supply of Light and Water to Towns in 
Rural Districts in Ireland, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Conor O’Kelly, Mr. 
Flynn, Mr. M‘Fadden, Mr. O’Doherty, 
and Mr. Patrick Aloysius M‘Hugh. 


AND LIGHT 
(IRELAND) BILL. 


WATER SUPPLY 
“To amend the Local Government 

(Ireland) Act, 1898, so far as regards the 

Supply of Light and Water to Towns in 


Rural Districts in Ireland,” presented, | 


and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday, 8th May, 
and to be printed. [Bill 35.] 


New Bills. 460: 
FUNDS ACTS (AMEND- 

MENT). 

Bill to amend the Borough Funds Act, 
1872, and the Borough Funds (Ireland) 
Act, 1888, ordered to be brought in by 
Sir Albert Rollit, Sir James Woodhouse, 
Sir Harry Bullard, and Sir Thomas 
Roe. 


ARY 1901} 
BOROUGH 


BOROUGH FUNDS ACTS (AMEND- 
MENT) BILL. 

“To amend the Borough Funds Act, 
1872, and the Borough Funds (Ireland) 
Act, 1888,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon 
Monday, 25th February, and to be 
printed. [Bill 36.] 


ELECTORAL DISABILITIES REMOVAL. 


Bill for the removal of certain electoral 
disabilities, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. O'Doherty, Mr. John Redmond, 
Mr. T. M. Healy, Mr. Mooney, Mr. Hemp- 
hill, Mr. M‘Fadden, Mr. Tully, Mr. 
O'Malley, Mr. Boyle, and Mr. Flynn. 


ELECTORAL DISABILITIES REMOVAL 
BILL. 


“For the removal of certain electorai 
disabilities,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 22nd May, and to be printed. 
[Bill 37.] 


SMALL DWELLINGS ACQUISITION ACT 
(1899) AMENDMENT. 

Bill to amend Section 1 of the Small 
Dwellings Acquisition Act, 1899, or- 
dered to be brought in by Mr. Horner, 
Sir Benjamin Stone, Mr. Harry Samuel, 
Mr. Ernest Gray, Mr. Boulnois, and Mr. 
Thomas Dewar. 


SMALL DWELLINGS ACQUISITION ACT 
(1899) AMENDMENT BILL. 

“To amend Section 1 of the Small 
Dwellings Acquisition Act, 1899,” pre- 
sented, and read the first time; to be 
read a second time upon Wednesday, 
17th April, and to be printed. [Bill 38.] 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT 


(1897) AMENDMENT. 


Bill to amend and extend the Work- 
men’s Compensation Act, 1897, ordered 
| 
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to be brought in by Mr. Sydney Buxton, | versity representation, and to remove 

Captain Norton, and Mr. John Burns. | the disabilities of Women,” presented, and 

| read the first time ; to be read a second 

WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION ACT — upon Wednesday, 3rd April, and 
(1897) AMENDMENT BILL. | to be printed. [Bill 42.] 

“To amend and extend the Work- 
men’s Compensation Act, 1897,” pre- WAGES BOARDS. 
sented, and r ead the first areas “A he Bill to provide for the establishment 
read a second time _ oe NY: | uf Ween Mnsnile, castorate be beeps 
8th May, and to be printed. [Bill 39.] in by Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. John Burns, 

|Mr. M‘Kenna, Mr. Tennant, and Mr. 


COAL MINES REGULATION. Trevelyan. 
Bill to amend ;the Coal Mines Regula- 
tion Act, 1887, ordered to be brought in —— 


by Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. William Abra-  , 
ham (Rhondda), Mr. Thomas Bayley, 
Mr. Bell, Mr. Bolton, Sir Walter Foster, 
Mr. Hatch, Mr. Jacoby, and Mr. Pickard. 


To provide for the establishment of 
Wages Boards,” presented, and read the 
first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 26th June, and to be printed. 

: . [Bill 43.] 

COAL MINES REGULATION BILL. 
“To amend the Coal Mines Regulation i siiialieiamtaiiti ae sana ion 

Act, 1887,” presented, and read the first RE-AFFORESTING (IRELAND). 

time; to be read a second time upon 

Wednesday, 17th April, and to be 


Bill to promote the Re-afforesting of 
Ireland, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Nolan, Mr. William Abraham, Mr. 


‘inted. [Bill 40. 
oo O’Doherty, Mr. Edward Thompson, 
SHOPS Mr. Patrick White, Mr. Tully, Mr. Conor 
ne O’Kelly, and Mr. Thomas O'Donnell. 


Bill to amend the Law relating to 
Shops, ordered to be brought in by Sir 
Charles Dilke, Mr. John Burns, Mr. |! RE-AFFORESTING (IRELAND) BILL. 
Flower, Mr. Lloyd-George, Colonel, “To promote the Re-afforesting of 
Hughes, Mr. Kemp, Mr. Melville, Mr. | Ireland,” presented, and read the first 
Nannetti, Sir Barrington Simeon, and time; to be read a second time upon 
Mr. Tennant. | Wednesday, 20th March, and to be 

printed. [Bill 44.] 
SHOPS BILL. 


“To amend the Law relating to Shops,” 

presented, and read the first time ; to be | 
read ‘a second time upon Tuesday next, 
and to be printed. [Bill 41.] 


LEASEHOLD | ENFRANCHISEMENT 
(ENGLAND AND WALES). 
Bill to enable Leaseholders to become 
| Freeholders, ordered to be brought in 
/by General Laurie, Mr. Kenyon, Sir 
desiibiie aun GEMOVAL OF Albert Rollit, Sir George Fardell, Mr. 
or Al Fi Ads P if ~ 
WOMEN’S DISABILITIES. | Cohen, and Mr. Spear. 

Bill to establish a single franchise at | LEASEHOLD ENFRANCHISEMENT 
all elections, and thereby to abolish | “(ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL. 
University representation, and to remove | «m 1 ine 
the disabilities of Women, ordered to be | F ane erst ge _ wien 
brought in by Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. | ae es ee TO 
Toh 8 tee Mr Pec me stesacg Mr. | first time ; to be read a second time upon 
vm § nd C. tao y > "| Wednesday, 24th April, and to be printed. 
Logan, and Captain Norton. [Bill 45.] : 


t 


FRANCHISE AND REMOVAL OF | SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
WOMEN’S DISABILITIES BILL. SUNDAY. 

“To establish a single franchise at all} #Bill to prohibit the Sale of Intoxi- 

elections, and thereby to abolish Uni-| cating Liquors on Sunday, ordered to be 
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brought in by Mr. Charles Wilson, Mr. 
Perks, Mr. Cameron, Mr. Pickard, Mr. 
Compton Rickett, Mr. Firbank, Sir) 
Frederick Mappin, Mr. John Wilson 
(Mid-Durham), Mr. Fenwick, Mr. Bell, | 
Mr. Crawfurd Smith, and Mr. Hain. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 


“To prohibit the Sale of Intoxicating | 


Liquors on Sunday,” presented, and 
read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Wednesday, 8th May, and to 
be printed. [Bill 46.] 


WORSHIP REGULATION ACT 
(1874) AMENDMENT. 


PUBLIC 


Bill to amend The Public Worship | 


Regulation Act, 1874, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. H. D. Greene, Mr. 
Brynmor Jones, and Colonel Sandys. 


PUBLIC WORSHIP REGULATION ACT 
(1874) AMENDMENT BILL. 

“To amend The Public Worship 
Regulation Act, 1874,” presented, and 
read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Wednesday, 3rd April, and 
to be printed. [Bill 47.] 

CORONERS’ INQUESTS (RAILWAY 
FATALITIES). 

Bill to amend the Law relating to 
Coroners’ Inquests in the case of Fatal 
Accidents on Railways, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Channing, Mr. Bell, 
Mr. John Burns, and Mr. Schwann. 


CORONERS’ INQUESTS (RAILWAY 
FATALITIES) BILL. 

“To amend the Law relating to Coro- 
ners’ Inquests in the case of Fatal Acci- 
dents on Railways,” presented, and read 
the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 27th February, and to 
be printed. [Bill 48.] 


JURORS (IRELAND). 


"Bill to make provision for the pay- 
ment of Jurors in Ireland, and to amend 
the Jury Laws, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. William M‘Killop, Mr. M‘Hugh, 
Mr. William O’Brien, Mr. Tully, and Mr. 
O'Dowd. 


{19 FEBRUARY 1901} 


Questions. 464 


| JURORS (IRELAND) BILL. 

| “To make provision for the payment 
_of Jurors in Ireland, and to amend the 
(Jury Laws,” presented, and read the 
| first time ; to be read a second time upon 
| Monday, 22nd April, and to be- printed. 
‘(Bill 49.] 


CONTEMPT OF COURT 

Bill to define and limit the power of 
Judges to imprison for Contempt of 
Court, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Patrick Aloysius M‘ Hugh, Mr. 
William O’Brien, Mr. O’Dowd, Mr. 
Crean, Mr. Roche, Mr. M'‘Killop, and 
Mr. Condon. 


CONTEMPT OF COURT BILL. 

“To define and limit the power of 
Judges to imprison for Contempt of 
Court,” presented, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon 
Monday, 22nd April, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 50.] 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISQUALIFICA- 
TION REMOVAL. 

Bill to relieve members of Friendly 
Societies of certain Disqualifications 
arising from the receipt of temporary 
relief, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Strachey, Sir Albert Rollit, Mr. Courte- 
nay Warner, Sir Samuel Hoare, Mr. 
Barlow, Mr. Platt-Higgins, Mr. Beau- 
mont, Mr. Rigg, Mr. Lambert, and Mr. 
Nussey. 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISQUALIFICA- 
TION REMOVAL BILL. 

“To relieve members of Friendly 
Societies of certain Disqualifications 
arising from the receipt of temporary 
relief,” presented, and read the first time ; 
to be read a second time upon Tuesday, 
26th February, and to be printed. [Bill 
51.] 


QUESTIONS. 
SOUTH AFRICA — RECRUITING FOR 
SOUTH AFRICAN CONSTABULARY 


IN AUSTRALIA. 
Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 


‘whether the Premiers of Victoria and 
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New South Wales have, in reply to 
telegrams from Sir Alfred Milner, refused 
to allow recruiting for the South African 
Constabulary to be carried on in those 
colonies ; and whether Sir Alfred Milner 
had authority from the Home Govern- 
ment for appealing to Australian Govern- 
ments to allow such recruiting. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): At the same time may I ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether Sir Alfred Milner cabled to the 
Governor General that he proposed to 
send an officer to recruit men in Australia 
and New Zealand, and whether Sir 
William Lyne has replied that the New 
South Wales Government objected to 
this course; and, if so, whether Sir 
Alfred Milner was acting on his own 
motion or by instruction from the 
Colonial Office. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Birmingham, W.): I have no 


information as to such refusal or as to 
such an appeal to Australian Govern- 
ments by Sir A. Milner. I am making 
inquiries on the subject. This also 
answers the question addressed to me 
by the hon. Member for East Northamp- 
tonshire. 


Mr. CHANNING: Are we to under- 
stand that the Government did not 
authorise Sir Alfred Milner to take this 


step % 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I am not 
prepared to answer that question, lest 
an inference be drawn that if such an 
application had been made we should 
not have approved it. As soon as I 
know the facts I shall be prepared to say 
whether we approve what was done. 


CIVIL ADMINISTRATION OF THE NEW 
COLONIES. 

Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies how soon it is his 
intention to issue the proclamation in 
the English, Dutch, and Taal languages, 
announcing the intentions of the British 
Government as to the immediate civil 


administration of the new South African | 
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self-government at the earliest opportu- 
nity, as he engaged to do in his speech 
in debate on 7th December last, and in 
answer to a question by the Member for 
Bolton on 11th December. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have 
felt obliged to defer to the opinion of 
both Lord Kitchener and Sir Alfred 
Milner that during the last few weeks 
the time was not opportune; but I have 
asked Sir A. Milner to inform me at once 
as soon as such action is advisable. 


SOUTH AFRICAN LANDS SETTLEMENT 
COMMISSION. 

Mr. CHANNING: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
if he can state when the Report of the 
South African Lands Settlement Com- 
mission will be completed and issued to 
Parliament. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No, Sir. 


The evidence is not yet in my hands. 


COST OF THE WAR—THE TRANSVAAL 
CONTRIBUTION. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 
I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether any estimate has been 
made of the amount of the contribution 
towards the cost of the war in South 
Africa which will be levied on the dia- 
mond mines and the gold mines now 
in the possession of the British; and 
whether it is proposed that such con- 
tributions shall be levied by way of 
specific charges or by way of a rateable 
tax on profits, and, if not, in what 
other way. 


THE CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bris- 
tol, W.): I do not quite understand 
the allusion to diamond mines in the 
question. Everything I have said on 
this subject has related to the Transvaal. 
But it is not possible at present to make 
any estimate, or to state the mode in 
which such a contribution may be ob- 
tained, and I fear that the prolongation 
of the war will delay the date at which 
I had hoped such a statement might be 
made. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Does the 


colonies, and the promise of colonial | right hon. Gentleman anticipate being 
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able to make his statement before he | | ing with the probability of the war in 


introduces his Budget ? ‘South Africa being brought to an early 
‘close ; and, if any such communications 
Sir M. HICKS BEACH : No, Sir. | exist, will they be printed as a supple- 


ment to the despatches already printed 
ALLEGED ORDERS TO SHOOT BOERS 24 circulated. 
DRESSED IN KHAKI. die 
Captain NORTON (Newington, W.):, , M8 BRODRICK: The reply to the 
On behalf of the hon. Member for North | first part of the question is in the affirmo- 
Aberdeen, I beg to ask the Secretary of | itive. There was ae further Rie 
State for War whether any order, either | dence up to the date Kae pt a : 
from Lord Roberts or Lord Kitchener, | telegram from Lord Roberts stating a 
or any other general qualified to give | had information that Kruger and ae a 
such an order, has been issued that the | had come to the conclusion that furthe: 
Boers dressed in khaki when captured | Tes!stance was hopeless. 
are to be shot.; and, :if so, if he can state | 
what was the date of such order, what’ REINFORCEMENTS OF MOUNTED 
were its terms, and in how many cases | TROOPS. 
has it been acted upon. | Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for Waz 
THe SECRETARY or STATE For! how many mounted troops have been 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild-| sent to South Africa since Ist January 
ford): No, Sir. Certainly not. last, and how many of these are to fil! 
/up vacancies, and how many are addi- 
GUILDFORD CORPORATION — RESER. . tions to the strength of the Army in 
VISTS AS FIREMEN. South Africa sent at the request of Lor:! 
GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and | Kitchener. 
Haverfordwest) : I beg to ask the Sec-, Mr. BRODRICK: The total rein- 
retary of State for War whether his | foreements of mounted troops for 
attention has been officially called to the South Africa sent out since the Ist 
action of the Corporation of Guildford ‘January amount to 131 officers and 
in refusing to permit the employment of 5,530 men, including one officer and 
Neservists in the borough fire depart- 990 men of the South African Constabu- 
ment ; and whether any other locality Jary. There are no returns available to 
can be selected as a suitable headquarters | show how many of these will fill up 
lor the Queen's Royal West Surrey | casualties or be additions to the strength, 
Regimental District in the stead of aj of the Army in South Africa. 
town of which the municipal representa- | 
tives act thus towards the men who have, Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shei- 
served their country. field, Ecelesall): Are these figures inde- 
| pendent of General Baden Powell’s police 
Mr. BRODRICK : My attention was force ? 


not called to this matter officially, but | Mr. BRODRICK: I have said they 


privately. I understand that the cor-'. le 
ae : : : s oO , 
porition has since withdrawn the refusal. | ragga the men sent out for that 


SOU'H_AFRICAN DESPATCHES—LorD | Mn. BARTLEY: Are we to under 
ROBERTS AND-© THE CLOSE OF THE | stand that no portion of the 30,000 addi- 
WAR.” | tional men has yet been sent out ? 

Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): I .beg to | 

ak the Secretary of State for War | Mr. BRODRICK : About 2,000 have 

whether Lord Roberts’s despatch of 14th | started. 

August, 1900, had been received ‘in this | 

country by 20th September, 1900, and; HORSES OVERWEIGHTED —LIGHT- 

whether the Government was at that | WEI-HT MEN 

date in possession of any further advices) Str H. MEY SEY-THOMPSON (Staf- 

from him, telegraphic or otherwise, deal | ford, Handsworth): I beg to ask the 
VOL. LXXXIX. [FourtH Serres } X 
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Secretary of State for War whether his 
attention has been drawn to the weights 
habitually carried by our horses in South 
Africa ; whether he is aware that the 
efforts being made to end the war have 
been much hampered and delayed by the 
slowness of movement forced on our 
troops by the weight placed on the 
horses ; and whether, in order to give 
some portion of our troops the power of 
moving quickly, the War Office is, while 
raising the large number of mounted 
men it is now proposing to send out. 
making any special effort to discover and 
secure the services of the lightest men 
capable of doing the work required of 
them. 


Mr. BRODRICK: My attention has 
been drawn to the matter referred to by 
the hon. Member, and much thought has 
been given to the subject. There is no 
doubt that our horses have in many 
cases been overweighted, but other 
euuses, such as shortness of food, and the 
unsuitability of some of the horses, are 
alsoin part responsible for the lack of mo- 
bility. As regards the weight of the 
men, the standard has been materially 
reduced, and no man is now accepted for 
eavalry of the line who is over 5 feet 
8 inches. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Is 
there any record of the countries trum 
which the horses which broke down 
came ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : I do not think there 
is a record of each country. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Is it only the 
Argentine horses that have broken down ? 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): Is it in contemplation to effect 
any reduction in the weight of the 


saddle ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : Only two or three 
hours ago [ was informed by an expert 
that horses under the heaviest saddles 
had gone best. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Did that 
refer to the American saddle ? 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order ! These 


details should be discussed on Supply. 


{COMMONS} 


Questions, 


FARM BURNING. 

Mr. TREVELYAN : I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
is yet in a position to inform the House 
as to the extent of the farm burning in 
the new South African colonies. 
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Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir. The infor- 
mation called for has not yet reached the: 
War Office, but I am informed by Lord 
Kitchener that some information has 
been despatched. 


IMPERIAL YEOMANRY 
PAY. 

Sir JOSEPH LEIGH (Stockport): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether the Imperial Yeomen who 
volunteered for a fixed period of twelve 
months, and who have been in active 
service at the seat of war for the past 
twelye months, will now receive the 
same rate of pay—namely, 5s. per day— 
that is to be given to the men of the 
same class who have recently joined the 
colours. 


RATES OF 


Mr. THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham- 
lets, St. George’s): I beg also to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether the: 
Imperial Yeomanry now at the front 
will receive the same amount of pay 
which is now to be given to those enlist- 
ing ; and if so, have they been notified of 
such increase. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord Stan.ey, Lan- 
cashire, Westhoughton): All the Yeomen 
will receive the higher rates of pay from 
Ist February, and any who may have 
completed twelve months service before 
that date will receive the higher rates 
from the date on which the twelve 
months expired. The exact date of the 
increase was notified to South Africa by 
telegram on the 6th inst., but the general 
announcement was made on 21st Decem- 
ber last year. 


Mr. DILLON: May I ask the noble: 
Lord whether the War Office has con- 
sidered the desirability of extending to 
the ordinary soldiers, such as the Dublin 
Fusiliers and the Gordon Highlanders, 
who have gone through the whole of the 
campaign, the same terms of pay as are: 
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now to be given to the Imperial Yeo- | 


manry 2 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That does not arise 
out of the question. 


Mr. DILLON : I will give notice of the 
question. 


MILITARY SAVINGS BANKS — SER- 
GEANT MAJOR GARNER’S SAVINGS. 

CoLtonEL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Ep- 
ping): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he is aware that a 
Sergeant Major Garner, 13th Battery 
Roval Field Artillery, who was killed at 
Farquhar’s Farm in October 1899, left 
a sum of about £200 in the military 
savings bank ; that his widow proved her 
claim to the money, but has not been 
able to secure the payment of a single 
penny of this money; and that all com- 
munications with the War Office have 
proved fruitless; and whether there 
is any reason for withholding the pay- 
ment of this sum; and if not, what 
further lapse of time beyond the eigh- 
teen months indicated is likely to take 
place before the widow receives the 
money due to her. 


Lorp STANLEY: <A_ man’s regi- 
mental savings bank account is kept 
with his battery or company. No notifi- 
cation of the existence of any account in 
this man’s name has been made by the 
hattery, and only in December, 1900, 
the widow reported to the War Office 
that her husband had left an account, 
suid to be over £100. Inquiries were 
addressed to the battery, but no reply 
has as yet been received, The remainder 
ot the estate, so far as it is known, has 
heen issued, and the case was, on the 
13th November, 1899, notified to the 
Patriotic Fund Commissioners, who, it is 
understood, made a grant of 6s. Gd. per 


week, 


Coroner. LOCKWOOD: Will — the 
noble Lord answer the latter part of the 
question 1 


Lorp STANLEY: This matter in- 
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PROVISION FOR PERMANENTLY DIS- 
ABLED SOLDIERS 

*Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 


borough) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if he is aware that soldiers 
who have been so maimed in the South 
African campaign as to be rendered 
incapable of ever again following any 
remunerative employment, are being 
only temporarily relieved by the War 
Department, and in some cases reduced 
to pauperism ; and if he will state on 
what principle pensions and allowances 
are granted to officers, mnon-commis- 
sioned officers, and men _ respectively, 
who have been permanently disabled 
while on active service. 


Lorp STANLEY ; No, Sir; I am not 
aware of the existence of such a state of 
things. The Chelsea Commissioners 
award a temporary pension at first, and 
when the result of the injury continues, 
they continue the pension ; if the results 
became more serious, the pension might 
be increased. The principles on which 
pensions are granted are clearly laid 
down in the Pay Warrant, the exact 
amount within certain limits being left 
to the discretion of the Commissioners in 


the case of non-commissioned officers 
and men. 
*Mr. LEVY: Does the noble Lord 


consider that a man who is certified by 
the medical authorities of the War Office 
as practically blind, mentally dull, and 
helpless as a result of the war is suffi- 
ciently compensated and able to keep his 
wife and family on a shilling per day ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order ! 


OFFICERS’ WAR GRATUITIES. 


Mr. HAY (Shoreditch, Hoxton): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 


‘whether, in view of the fact that the 


volyes communication with Natal, which, , 


as my hon. and gallant friend knows, is 
very difficult just now. I will try and 
get an answer as quickly as possible. 


persons dependent upon the war gratuity 
due to the estates of officers who have 
died in the service of their country in 
South Africa are often in needy circum- 
stances, he will state the cause of the 
delay which has hitherto occurred in the 
payment of this gratuity ; whether such 
gratuity is subject to any deduction ; 
and, if so, under what circumstances ; 
and whether he will give immediate in 


X 2 





473 Questions. 


structions to secure the prompt issue of 
this gratuity in the future 4 


Lorp STANLEY : On the death of an 
officer his estate is wound up by a com- 
mittee of adjustment as required by the 
Regimental Debts Act. Owing to the 
conditions of active service in South 
Africa there is generally considerable 
delay in sending home the report of the 
committee. On its receipt immediate 
steps are taken to issue the estate, but 
probate has to be obtained except in 
cases of estates under £100. The 
gratuity referred to by the hon. Mem- 
ber forms part of the estate and like 
the rest is available to meet the debts of 
the deceased. To expedite matters the 
gratuity has recently been issued to the 
representatives on their giving a guaran- 
tee to meet all preferential charges. 


SOLDIERS’ WIDOWS AND ORPHANS 
IN IRISH POORHOUSES. 

Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : 
[ beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War what inquiries he has made 
concerning the statement in the House 
on 11th December, 1900, by the hon. 
Member for North Louth, to the effect 
that while Irish soldiers have been 
amongst the bravest of our regiments, 


many of their wives and children are in | 


the poorhouse in Ireland; and what 
have been the results of such inquiries, 
if any. 


Lorp STANLEY: As a result of the 
action taken by the hon. Member for 
North Louth, some Irish Unions have 
referred certain cases to the War Office. 
These are now being carefully inquired 
into. 


MILITARY AID TO THE CIVIL POWER 
—BILLETING RATES. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tyd 
vil): I beg to ask the Financial Secre- 
tary to the War Office whether, as a 
result of the consideration given to the 
matter last year, legislation will be intro- 


duced this session to place the cost of | 


catering troops when sent to maintain 
the peace in disaffected districts upon 
the local authorities, and to increase the 
maximum rates allowed by the War 
Office for billeting. 
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Lorp STANLEY: As regards legis- 


lation concerning the incidence of cost 


of military aid to the civil power, the 


question should be addressed to the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment. As regards billeting, the question 
of revising the rates was very thoroughly 
considered about a year ago, and it was 
decided that no grounds existed for dis- 
turbing the present rates. 


UNDER-AGE ENLISTMENTS. 
Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether his attention has been 
called to the enlistment some weeks ayo 
of Edward Moore, of Rossville Street, 
Londonderry, a boy under eighteen 
years of age, in the Inniskilling Fusiliers; 
and whether, seeing that enlistment 
under eighteen years by the recruiting 
sergeant is contrary to conditions of 
Enlistment No. 5, issued by the War 
Office, the authorities will direct the dis- 

charge of this boy out of the Army. 


Lorp STANLEY : All cases of enlist- 
ment under age are decided by the General 
Officer Commanding the district con- 
cerned, who will no doubt give the case 
all proper consideration. 

THE PERMANENT UNDER SECRE- 

TARY FOR WAR. 

Captain NORTON: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is now able to announce 
the name of the new Permanent Under 
Secretary of State for War ; and, if not, 
whether it is his intention to select an 
experienced military officer who is com- 
petent to advise upon the needs of the 
Army, or to follow the traditions of the 
office by selecting a civilian. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I shall be glad if 
this question can be deferred for a few 
days. 


| ROMAN CATHOLIC ARMY AND NAVY 
CHAPLAINS. 


| Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny): I 
| beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
| whether, in view of the fact that His 
| Majesty King Edward the Seventh, the 
| supreme head of the Army and Navy, 
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has sworn or declared that the invocation 
or adoration of the Virgin Mary or any 
other saint, and the sacrifice of the Mass 
as they are now used in the Church of 
Rome, are “ superstitious and idolatrous,” 
the Government intend to discontiune 
the payment out of public funds to 
Roman Catholic chaplains for celebrating 
Mass and performing the other functions 
of the Roman Catholic religion for the 
military and naval forces in the service 
of the King who profess the Roman 
Catholic faith so described by His 
Majesty’s oath or declaration. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
K.): No, Sir ; we do not propose to dis- 
continue the payment. 


NAVY — BOILER COMMITTEEF’S 
REPORT. 

Mr. PENN (Lewisham): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether he can state when the Report 
ot the Boiler Committee will be laid upon 
the Table of the House. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-ForsTeR, Belfast, 
W.): It is not possible at the present 
stage to give a date for the presentation 
ot the final Report of the Water-tube 
Boiler Committee. It is, however, the 
intention of the Committee to present 
an ad interim Report, which has been 
specially called for, dealing with some 
of the points referred to it. I have 
reason to believe that this Report will 
he presented to the Admiralty in the 
course of the next few days. 


CHINA AND THE OPIUM 


TRADE. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, 
S.): 1 beg to ask the Secretary of State 
tor India whether, in view of the opinion 
expressed by this House in 1891 that 
the opium trade of the Government of 
India with the Chinese is morally in- 
defensible, and considering the present 
demand of His Majesty’s Government 
for Chinese reform, the Government 
have any intention of abandoning this 
traffic. 


INDIA 
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THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitron, Middlesex, 
Ealing): Lam not aware that this House 
in 1891 passed any definite decision 
upon the subject to which the hon. 
|Member’s question refers; but I am 
' aware that in 1895 a Royal Commission, 
‘after an exhaustive investigation, re- 
ported generally in favour of the system 
under which the growth and export of 
opium is now regulated in India. His 
Majesty’s Government have no present 
intention of altering that system. 


COOPER'S HILL COLLEGE. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: I beg te 
ask the Secretary of State for India if 
he will institute an inquiry into the 
matters in connection with the recent 
dismissal of certain professors from 
Cooper’s Hill College. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: I propose to 
publish the Papers which deal with this 
subject, and when published they will 
show that a most careful investigation, 
to which full consideration was given 
both by the Board of Visitors and by 
the Council of India’, was made before 
the proposed educational reforms were 
sanctioned. 


CHINA—PROTECTION OF THE FOREIGN 
LEGATIONS IN PEKING. 

Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether the generals of the Allied 
forces in Peking have decided to erect 
an extensive fortress in the heart of that 
city for the protection of the foreign 
legations ; whether His Majesty's Govern- 
ment has approved of this project ; and 
whether there is any precedent in history 
for such a proceeding. 


Tur UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Viscount 
CRANBORNE, Rochester) : The question of 
the measures to be taken for theprotection 
of the legations is now under discussion 
by the foreign representatives at Peking, 
but no decision has yet been come to 
in the matter by His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. But I may add that we are fully 
conscious of the expediency of keeping 
such arrangements within reasonable 
bounds. 





Questions. 
THE BUDGET. 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether he can give any indication of 
the time when he will introduce the 
Budget. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: No, Sir. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : Will the 


right hon. Gentleman say if he will take | 


it before Easter ? 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I cannot 


say. 


Sin JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether, in anticipation of increased 
taxation, large quantities of dutiable 
articles are being taken out of bond ; 
and whether he has considered any 
means of preventing the revenue of the 
next financial year being seriously dis- 
counted in this manner. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH : Considerable 
quantities of certain dutiable articles are 
being taken out of bond, and I believe 
that much of this is due to the reason 
suggested in the question. | am con- 
sidering whether it would be at all prac- 
ticable to check this by making increases 
of duty retrospective ; but probably the 
best check to gambling of this kind 
would be that those who have put them- 
selves to considerable trouble and ex- 
pense in this way should find themselves 
disappointed in their expectations of 
inereased taxation on the articles taken 
out of bond, and it is by no means im- 
possible that this may be the case. 


Mr. CHANNING: Does the right 
hon. Gentleman contemplate introducing 
the Budget at an earlier date in order to 
achieve this object / 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I must 
decline to answer questions as to dates. 
REVENUE RETURNS AND EX- 
CHEQUER ISSUES. 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : I beg to ask 


{COMMONS} 


, supplied to Members of this House ; and 


Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer whether | 


he is aware that the quarterly returns of 
revenue and issues from the Exchequer 


(Juestions. 4°8 


whether he can see his way to giving 


‘instructions that in future these Returns 
shall be laid upon the Table and distri- 


buted to Members. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: In 
dance with an arrangement made 
by the late Financial Secretary to the 
Treasury, 100 copies of the Quarterly 
Account are sent on the evening of the 
last day of the quarter, when Parliament 
is sitting, to the Vote Office. 


aCeor- 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY—DIs.- 
CIPLINE COMMITTEE—CASE © OF 
B. G. LAKE. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: | 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether his attention has been called to 
the case of BenjaminGreen Lake, solicitor, 
sentenced to penal servitude for fraud ; 
whether he is aware that this is the same 
person who was, up to May last, the 
chairman of the Discipline Committee 
of the Incorporated Law Society ; 
whether this is the committee which 
conducts the investigation of cases in 
which fraud or other misconduct is 
charged against solicitors in order to 
ascertain whether there are grounds tor 
striking them off the rolls ; whether he 
still adheres to the statement of May 
last that having personally inquired into 
the allegations made against the Incor- 
porated Law Society, he was satisfied 
with the explanations given; and 
whether he proposes to continue the 
payment out of public moneys of £2,500 
a year to the Incorporated Law Society 
towards defraying the expenses of their 
investigations into alleged frauds or 
other misconduct by solicitors. 


beg to 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The com- 
mittee referred to in the question is a 
statutory committee of the Incorporated 
Law Society appointed by the Master of 
the Rolls, whose duty it is to consider 
allegations against solicitors of protes- 
sional misconduct, and report to the 
Court if a prima facie case is made out. 
They also report to the Public Prose- 
cutor if there is prima facie evidence ot a 
criminal offence. The person mentioned 
retired from the committee in December, 


which are supplied to the press are not 1899. I adhere to my statement of last 
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May? on the subject. The allegations | 
into which I inquired related to certain 

specified cases, and had been made in the 

public press. I do not see why the Vote 

should be withdrawn because one person 

who held a high position in the society 

has been convicted of crime. I fear that 

even the House of Commons has in the 

past suffered in the same way. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Can the 
right hon. Gentleman say if this lawyer 
had anything to do with the promotion 
of the Limerick, Kerry, and Tralee 
Railway 2 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 
4IBRALTAR—ACCOMMODATION FOR 

NAVAL AND MILITARY FORCES. 

Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he is now in a position 
to communicate to the House the steps 
taken by His Majesty’s Government and 
the Governor of Gibraltar to carry out 
the recommendations of the Inter-depart- 
mental Committee, which were made in 
1808, with the object of improving the 
sinitary condition of the town and 
garrison, and of affording better house 
lor the naval and military forces stationed 
there. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The re- 
commendations of the Committee were 
very numerous, and are being gradually 
carried out. Lam not in a position to 
state exactly what stage has been reached 
in regard to many of the recommenda- 
tions, but the Governor will be asked to 
iurnish a report on the subject. 


Mr. STEVENSON: Can the right 


hon. Gentleman say how soon the Report 
will be presented to Parliament ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I am afraid 
not. 


Mr GIBSON BOWLES: 
drainage been completed ? 


Has the 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I would 
rather not answer now. I hope to have 
a full report before long. 





+See The Parliamentary Debates (Fourth 
Series], Vol. LXXXIII., page 409. 
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HARBOUR DUES— TONNAGE MEA- 
SUREMENT. 


Mr. FFRENCH (Wexford, 8.) : I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he is aware that the 
Wexford County Council at a recent 
meeting unanimously passed a resolu- 
tion expressing the opinion that the 
system of levying dues on the net regis- 
tered tonnage of steamships is detri- 
mental to the best interests of the har- 
bours of Ireland; and whether the 
Government is prepared to alter the law 
so as to enable Harbour Commissioners 
to levy dues on the gross tonnage. 


*THeE PRESIDENT or Tue BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Geratp Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): Yes, Sir, I am aware of the 
resolution to which the hon. Member 
refers, but as at present advised, I do 
not propose to take steps to alter the pres- 
ent law of tonnage measurement which 
is international. It is, of course, open 
to Harbour Commissioners to endeavour 
to obtain powers to levy dues on the 
gross tonnage by means of local Acts. 
Such powers have, I am _ informed, 
been already obtained in several places, 
notably in Scotland. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : Did I under 
stand the right hon. Gentleman to say 
the system now in vogue in this country 
is international ? 


*Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, Sir. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY : Has the circular 
promised last session been issued ? 


*Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir, 


but the negotiations are progressing. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: In view of the 

public anxiety will not the right hon. 
Gentleman expedite its issue ? 
*Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It is ob- 
viously in the public interest there 
should be as little friction as possible, 
and with this object it is desirable to 
consult the parties interested. 


CRUELTY IN CAPTURING SONG-BIRDS 
AND ALBATROSS. 
Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: I beg to 


ask the President of the Board of Trade 





481 Questions 
if his attention has been drawn to certain 
cases of cruelty to animals practised in 
angling for song-birds in Cornwall and 
for albatross on ocean-going steamers ; 
and what steps he purposes taking in the 
matter. 


*Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir. 
The subject is not one which comes 
within the purview of the Board of 
Trade, nor have I any powers in the 
matter. 


TRIENNIAL BOROUGH 


ELECTIONS 
CapTAIN JESSEL (St 


COUNCIL 


I beg to ask the President of the Local | 


(;overnment Board 
Government Board has as yet come to a 
decision as to the request 
xy the City of Westminster and other 
borough councils, in accordance with 
the London Government Act, 1899, 
tn favour of triennial elections. 


THE PRESIDENT or tur LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
Lone, Bristol, 8.): I have 
wpplications from most of the metro- 
politan borough councils asking for 


Orders directing that the whole of the | 


councillors shall retire together in every 
third year. There are technical ques- 
tions of difficulty in connection with 
this subject upon which I have deter- 
mined to take the opinion of the Law 
Officers of the Crown. On receipt of 
shat opinion I shall be prepared to 
some to a decision with regard to the 
‘ourse to be adopted in the matter. 


HIGHER ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS— 
OFFICIAL RECOGNITION. 

Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): 
' beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Education if 
he will state how many applications 
‘or recognition of schools, or depart- 
sents of schools, as higher elementary 
--hools have been made to the Board 
since the date of the Higher Elementary 
School Minute; how many schools 
or departments have been recognised 
under that minute ; in how many cases 


the applications have been declined by 
-he Board; and, during the same period, 
how many applications for recognition 
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| of schools as organised science schools 


| OF schools of science and art have 
been refused by the Board. 


| THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF tne 
/BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J, 
| Gorst, Cambridge University): I am 
,told that some 190 applications have 
| been made to the Board of Education, 
but many of these are general and vague 
, and not for the recognition of any specific 
‘school. The answer to the second 
' paragraph of the question is, two; to the 


Paneras, 8.) :| 


‘third paragraph, one; to the fourth 
| paragraph, none. 
| STREET REFUGES IN PICCADILLY. 


| 


| Sir BARRINGTON SIMEON (South- 
‘ampton): [ beg toask the First Commis- 
‘sioner of Works whether the crossing 
‘refuges are to be placed in Piccadilly ; 
| and, if so, when will this be done. 


THe FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Dovuaas, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s): The matter is not 
,one which is under my control, but 
}under that of the local authority—the 
| City of Westminster. 


Sik BARRINGTON SIMEON: Will 
‘the right hon. Gentleman communicate 
with the local authorities as to the ex- 
treme danger arising from the present 
condition of things ? 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: It is not 
part of my duty to communicate with 
the local authority, but I have no doubt 
that the publicity which the hon. Baronet 
_has given to this matter will secure the 
object which he has in view. 


DOG MUZZLING IN COUNTY CAL- 


MARTHEN. 

Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen- 
shire, W.): | beg to ask the Presdent of 
the Board of Agriculture whether he has 
received a copy of a resolution passed at 
‘the meeting of the Carmarthenshire 
‘County Council, held on the 24th of 

October last, calling his attention to 
‘the fact that the Board of Agriculture 
had either refused or omitted to make 
inoculation experiments in order to 
discover whether the dogs destroyed by 
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order of the Board of Agriculture in 
the county of Carmarthen, on the ground 
that they were suffering from rabies, 
were in fact so suffering ; and, if so, 
whether he will state the reasons for such 
refusal or omission to make the necessary 
experiments ; and whether he will state 
the grounds on which the muzzling 
order now in force in the county of Car- 
marthen was issued, 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS (for Mr. 
Hanpury): The resolution to which 
the hon. Member refers does not appear 
to have been received in my Depart- 
ment, but it is clear that it was passed 
on some misunderstanding as to the facts 
of the case. The Carmarthenshire Muzz- 
ling Order was passed because certain 
experiments conducted by our veterinary 
officers conclusively confirmed the opinion 
expressed by the veterinary inspector 
of the local authority that a dog kept 
near Llanwrda had developed symptoms 
of rabies. Eleven other cases of the 
disease have since occurred in the district 
to which Muzzling Orders have been 
applied, in two of which inoculative 
experiments were also carried out. 


IRISH AND SCOTCH REPRESENTATION 
AND THE DEMISE OF THE CROWN. 
Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney General if he can 
state to the House what effect the demise 
ot the Crown has upon the representa- 
tion of Irish and Seotch constituencies. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert FIntAy, Inverness Burghs): 
The demise of the Crown has no effect 
on the representation of Irish and Scotch 
constituencies. The 51st section of the 
tepresentation of the People Act, 1867, 
provides that the Parliament in being 
at the demise of the Crown shall not be 
determined or dissolved by such demise, 
but shall continue so long as it would 
have continued but for such demise, 
unless sooner prorogued or dissolved by 
the Crown. As there is only one Parlia- 
ment for the United Kingdom, this enact- 
ment applies in the case of Members 
for Seotch and Irish constituencies, as; 
well as in the case of Members for Eng-' 
lish and Welsh constituencies, and the 
provision in Section 2, exempting Scot- 
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land and Ireland and the election of Men:- 
bers for the Universities of Oxford and 
Cambridge from the operation of the 
Act, can have no application to Section 
51, the terms of which show that it 
applies to the Parliament of the United 
Kingdom as a whole. There is no such 
thing as a partial dissolution of Parlia- 
ment. I may add that the Statute Law 
Revision Act, 1878, repeals the words. 
in Section 4 and Section 5 of the Statute 
6 Anne ec. 7 (ce. 41 Ruffhead’s Edition), 
which, until the passing of the Repre- 
sentation of the Pecple Act, 1867, 
restricted the duration of the existing 


Parliament to six months from the 
demise of the Crown. 
Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: What 


would be the effect of the demise of the 
Crown betore Parliament had met 2 


Str ROBERT FINLAY: That de- 
pends on another statute altogether. I 
shall be happy to show it to my right 
hon. friend. 


LONDON TELEPHONE SYSTEM. 


Mr. THOMAS DEWAR: I beg to. 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as. 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he can state approximately 
when the Government telephone system 
will be opened so far as London is con- 
cerned. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): No definite: 
statement can be made at present. 
URBAN DISTRICT VALUATIONS IN 

IRELAND. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the: 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether, 
in view of the fact that the system of 
valuation in urban district councils 
differs from the English method, he will 
consider the advisability of introducing 
a measure to assimilate the law, so as 
to enable the periodical and general re- 
valuation by local authorities in Ireland. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): If the 
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chief object of the hon. Member is to 
secure a revaluation of urban districts 
under the existing system which is now 
being applied to county boroughs, I will 
consider the possibility of dealing sepa- 
rately with such districts. But to super- 
sede the existing system would not, I 
think, be expedient and would meet 
with great opposition from many 
quarters in which the Irish system is 
justly considered superior to that which 
prevails in England. 


Mr. FIELD: Are we to understand 
it is proposed to assimilate the English 
to the Irish system, which is superior ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I believe in many 
«quarters in Ireland a general revaluation 
for the whole country is held to be of the 
highest importance. There would be 


great objection to having one which was. 


merely local and piecemeal. 


ANNALLY (CO. LONGFORD) ESTATE. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, 
N.): [ beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of [reland whether 
he is aware that a number of farmers on 
the eastern portion of the Annally 
(county Longford) Estate have not yet 
got their vesting orders, although all 
the necessary papers were lodged four- 
teen months and in some cases two years 
can any explanation of the delay 
he given ; and will he call for a report as 
to the causes of the delay. 


ago: 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Applications trom 
« number of tenants on this estate for 
advances to enable them to purchase 
their holdings were received by the 
Land Commission on various dates be- 
tween the 24th July last and the 10th 
ultimo. It may well be that there was 
delay in the Land Judge’s Court. This 
under existing circumstances cannot, | 
fear, be avoided. Of the 124 applica- 
tions, 36 have been sanctioned, while 
the remaining cases are either awaiting 
the completion of the inspection of the 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: [I should not like 

to say without fuller knowledge, but I 

should imagine there will be no avoidable 
delay. 


; IRISH HEAD LAND COMMISSION, 

| Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether any report has 
been furnished to him regarding recent 
sittings of the Head Land Commission 
for fixing fair rents on appeal ; whether 
he is aware that within the present 
month twelve tenants have had to go to 
Dubiin to get their appeals heard ; and 
can he explain why it is that, as was 
always the case, the Land Commission 
refuses to come to Longford on circuit 
to hear appeals; and will he call for a 
report on this subject. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: If the hon. Mem- 
ber refers to a list of appeals from West- 
meath, which were heard in Dublin on 
the 30th and 31st January, I am in- 
formed that the list contained forty-five 
appeals, and that there were no appeals 
in it from Longford, though in some 
ot the cases the holdings were situated 
near to the borders of Longford. Un- 
less under exceptional circumstances, it 
has always been the practice to hear 
appeals from all parts of the county of 
Westmeath in Dublin ; by this arrange- 
ment the Land Commissioners are en- 
abled to provide for such appeals being 
heard at earlier dates. It is not the case 
that the Land Commissioners have 
always refused to go to Longford for the 
hearing of appeals. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that the Land 
Commission has not sat in Longford 
for a period of three years, thereby caus- 
ing great loss to the tenant litigants ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: They may _ not 
have sat in Longford, but they have 
taken cases in Dublin, thereby accelera- 
ting the business, which, as the hon. 
Gentleman knows, is in arrear. 


tenants’ holdings, or replies to necessary | 


queries which have been issued from the 
-oftice of the Commissioners. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Will the cases 
ibe settled before Easter ? 


| Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman use his influence to get 
a change in the rules, so that poor 


country litigants may not be put to the 
‘cost of going to Dublin ? 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not think it 
would be wise on my part to interfere 
with the administration of the Land 
Commission. 


RAILWAYS IN COUNTY MEATH. 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask the 


Secretary to the Treasury whether any 
funds or balance of funds voted by Parlia- 
ment for the construction of railways in 
Ireland yet remain unexpended ; and 
whether, in view of the importance of 
giving railway facilities to connect the 
port of Drogheda with the Midland 
counties of Ireland, the Government 
would be prepared to assist in construct- 
ing a line of railway between Granard and 
Oldcastle, the present terminus of the 
Great Northern Railway in Meath 
county. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: At-the request of 
my hon. friend | will answer this ques- 
tion. None of the money provided by 
Parliament for the construction of rail- 
ways in Ireland is now available for 
further railway projects. 


CRIME IN COUNTY DONEGAL, 


Mr. ODOHERTY : I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland if his attention has been called 
to the Judicial Statistics for the past 
year, whereby it appears that the county 
of Donegal, and especially the North 
Donegal division of said county, has had 
during the past five years the lowest 
average per 100,000 of the population 
of indictable offences in Ireland ; and 
whether, seeing that this division of the 
suid county is proclaimed under the 
Peace Preservation (Ireland) Act, 1881, 
although practieally in a crimeless condi- 
tion, steps will be at once taken to have 
the proclamation revoked. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The first part of 
the question states the fact correctly. It 
is erroneous, however, to assume that the 
question of the removal of a proclamation 
against the keeping of firearms is deter- 
mined by considerations such as are 
urged by the hon. Member. The Govern- 
ment do not consider it desirable to 
revoke the proclamation. 


419 Fesruary 1901} 


(Questions. 488 


LONDONDERRY AND THE PEACE 
PROCLAMATION (IRELAND) ACT. 
Mr. O'DOHERTY : I beg to ask the 

Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether, though the City of 
Londonderry is proclaimed under the 
Peace Preservation (Ireland) Act, 1881, 
so far as regards the carrying of arms, 
his attention has been called to the dis- 
charge of firearms on the 18th December 
from the city walls, and of a bomb some 
months ago into the yard of a house in 
Wellington Street, in the Roman Catholic 
quarter of the city, and is he aware that 
no one was ever made amenable to justice; 
whether a quantity of explosives of the 
description used at the Orange celebra- 
tions held in Derry City was discovered 
on the other side of the city walls, which 
resulted in serious injury to one or two 
boys of the district ; and whether an 
investigation by the authorities was ever 
made into the above circumstances ; and 
if so, with what result. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There was no dis- 
charge of firearms in Derry on the 18th 
December. On the 11th November a 
signal rocket, that is to say one of a 
dangerous character, found under the 
city wall, exploded and injured a young 
man. ‘This rocket is believed to have 
been discharged on the 6th June pre- 
viously. The occurrences were carefully 
investigated by the police, but they were 
unable to make anyone amenable. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY : Are we to under- 
stand that, th ugh the City of London- 
derry is proclaimed, the constabulary 
authorities have no idea of the quantity 
of arms stored therein ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: One can _ hardly 


call a rocket a firearm. 


Mr. O7DOHERTY: The right hon. 
Gentleman did not answer that part of 
the question which deals with the bomb. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I think that the 
bomb and the signal rocket must be the 
same. I have heard otf no other. 


Mr. O7DOHERTY : May I ask if the 
discharge of the bomb in Wellington 
Street was not inquired into by the 
magistrate, and was not the discovery of 
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the rocket outside the city walls an alto- 
geth rdifferent matter ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have done my 
best to give information. One of these 
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rockets which were discharged on the, 
Gth June last caused injury to the per- | 


son, and the rocket found on 11th 
November, to which I have referred, is 
believed to have been another of those 
fired on the 6th June. Both occur- 
rences have been carefully investigated 
hy the police. 


Mr. ODOHERTY : Have not Orange- 
men for carrying firearms been fined only 
one penny each, while Roman Catholics 
have been subjected to a much more 
severe penalty ? 

*Mr. SPEAKER : 


Order, order ! 


As the hon. Member did not at once 
sit down— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Gentleman 

is a new Member, and perhaps is not 
aware that it is his duty to resume his 
seat when I rise. 


LONGFORD PETTY 
CLERK. 
Mr. J. P. ARRELL: | beg to ask 
Mr. Attorney General for Ireland whether 
he can state the grounds upon which the 
widow of the late Mr. Moore, clerk 
petty sessions in Longford, was refused a 
sum of about £300 compensation on 
retirement because he died a few days 


LATE SESSIONS 


before the necessary papers completing , 


resignation could be pertected ; 
whether the refusal of the petition 
recently addressed to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant on the subject has been in conse- 
quence of the attitude of the Treasury ; 
und whether, as this family have been 
deprived of a sum to which they were 
legally entitled, steps will be taken to 
have the pa, m.nt made t. them of this 
£300. 


his 


Mr. WYNDHAM : No application was 
made by M . Moore, betore his death, for 
a pension r iat ity, w ic ecculd only 
be gr.nted o him n his retirement from 
office. ‘lhere is no power to grant a 
gratuity to his widow. Her son has 
succeded his father in the office of 
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petty sessions clerk. The Treasury are 
in no way concerned in the matter, and, 
were not communicated with. 


TIPPERARY RENT APPEALS. 
Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, S.): I 


beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland what is the 
cause of the delay in the hearing of a 
number of cases in the Tipperary Union 
in which notices to fix judicial rents for 
the second terms were served more than 
two years ago ; and whether he will make- 
a represent ition to the Land Commission 
on the subject. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: A list containing 
a large number of cases from this union 
was issued on the 22nd ultimo, and the 
hearing of this list commenced at Cahir 
on the 6th instant. There are no cases 
now unlisted from the Tipperary district 
in which applications are pending for so 
long a period as that stated in the ques- 
tion. 


Mr. CULLINAN: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware of the fact that the 
delay in dealing with these cases has pre- 
vented settlements for the purchase of 
some of the property ? 


WYNDHAM: I am not aware of 
I think the delay regrettable. 


Mr. 
that. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman consider the desirability of 
appointing more Land Commissioners ? 
*MR. order ! 


SPEAKER: Order, 


DUBLIN POST OFFICE—SORTERS’ 
GRIEVANCES. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, whether me- 
morials have been received from three 
Dublin sorters, Sweeney, Kelly, and 
Farrelly, who, on grounds of age, had, 
been reduced in salary to 18s. per week; 
and whether proot could be shown 
they were aware of intention to reduce ;. 
whether , in’ December, 1897, they 


were informed that the London Secre- 
tary admitted cause for dissatisfaction, 
and offering the ordinary 


salary from 








491 


their ni 
the Pos 
to put 
the Sec: 


Postmas 
ments 
officers 
at a dec 


DUN( 


MR. | 
to ask 
whethe1 
General 
ment o 
garvan 


Mr. A 
railway 
whether 
manent 
morning 
garvan 
Dungar 
in the 
given to 
Dungar 


Mr. | 
Secretar 
land wh 
Lights | 
elected a 
the sala 
£5,000 | 
Alexand 
inspectic 
and that 
is about 
Govern: 
to refor 
and apy 
depart.n 


Mr. G 
ber of 
Board, : 
22, of 
member 
Board. 
amount. 
annum. 
cess Ale 


49() 


are 
and. 


bee | 
the 
the 
f a 
lion 
for 
han 
ake 


sion 


jing 
‘ion 
the 
thir 
ASeS 
Tict 
r so 
es- 


10n. 
the 
pre- 
2 of 


e of 


10n. 
’ oli 


cre- 
ting 
me- 
bree 
and. 
had, 
2ek ; 
own. 
1ce 3. 
chey 
ere 


‘ion,. 
rom 








Questions. 


491 


their nineteenth birthday ; and whether 
the Postmaster General is now prepared 
to put into effect the promise made by 
the Secretary. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
Postmaster General has received state- 
ments made on behalf of the three 
officers referred to, and hopes to arrive 
at a decision in the course of a few days. 


DUNGARVAN POSTAL 
MENTs. 

Mr. SHEE (Waterford, W.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether the decision of the Postmaster 
(General with reference to the improve- 
ment of the postal facilities for Dun- 
garvan has yet been arrived at. 


ARRANGE- 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
nilway company have been asked 
whether they propose to maintain per- 
manently at the present hours the early 
morning train from Mallow to Lun- 
girvan and the evening train from 
Dungarvan to Mallow. If the reply is 
in the affirmative, instructions will be 
given for these trains to be used for the 
Dungarvan mails. 


'RISH LIGHTS BOARD. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire 
land whether he is aware that the Irish 
Lights Board consists of twenty two self- 
elected and eight ex-officio members ; that 
the salaries of the officials amount to 
£5,000 per annum ; that the “ Princess 


Alexandra” yacht is used for annual | 


inspection at a yearly cost of £10,000 ; 
and that the annual outlay of the Board 
is about £84,000; and whether the 
Government intend to bring in a Bill 
to reform this Board or to dissolve it 
and appoint a responsible Government 
depart nent with a competent staff. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : The num- 
ber of members of the Irish Lights 
Board, as fixed by Act of Parliament, is 
22, of which number 5 are ex-officio 
members, and 17 are co-opted by the 
Board. The salaries of the officials 
amount, as stated, to about £5,000 per 
annum. The annual cost of the * Prin- 
cess Alexandra” yacht is a little over 
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£6,000. The annual outlay of the 
Board is, as stated, about £84,000. 
His Majesty's Government do not, as 
at present advised, contemplate the 
introduction of a Bill dealing with the 
constitution of the Lighthouse Authority. 


Questions. 


Mr. FIELD: Will the Government 
support a Bill brought in by a private 
Member for the purpose of reforming 


this Board 2 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir, 
I can give no such undertaking. 


IRISH LIGHTSHIPS—REPAIRS. 

CapTaAIN DONELAN (Cork, E.): | 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Irish Lights Commissioners continue to 
place contracts for the repairs of light- 
ships under their control with an English 
shipbuilding company at Appledore, 
Devon, which does not pay the trade 
union rate of wages; and whether he 
will suggest the desirability of placing 
such contracts with Irish firms. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 1 am 
informed by the Commissioners of Irish 
Lights that the last contract for the 
repair of a lightship which was placed by 
them with the shipbuilding company at 
Appledore, Devon, was in the case of the 
“Gannet,” in 1898. As stated by my 
predecessor in reply to a quistion from 
the hon. and gallant Member in I ebruary 
1899, the company in that case gave an 
assurance that they were prepared to 
pay the wages generally accepted as 
current in each trade tor competent 
workmen in the district. 1 am also 
informed that tenders were advertised for 
in that case, and the lowest was accepted. 
As regards the second paragraph of the 
question, I do not think this is a matter 
in respect of which the Board of Trade 


can properly interfere, by suggestion or 


otherwise. 


CapTaIN DONELAN : Is it a fact that 
neither the Government nor the Irish 
people have any control over these Lights 
Commissioners ? 


*MR. SPEAKER: Crder, order! The 
hon. Member must give notice of that 
question. 


4 
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ESTATE DUTY IN IRELAND. 
Mr. IT. M. HEALY: I beg to ask Mr. 


Chancellor of the Exchequer if he can 
state the amount of Estate Duty collected 
in Ireland since the passing of the Finance 
Act on devolution of tenancies from year 
to year, what has been the decision of the 
Irish Courts as to the legality of such 
duty, and whether the Government 
propose to refund any duty held not to 
have been legally exigible. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: (1) The 
amount cannot be exactly stated ; it is 
estimated at £37,000. (2) The decision 
in the case referred to in the question 
is that what is in Ireland known as 
‘tenant right ” comes within the defini- 
tion of “Agricultural property” in 
Section 7 (5) of the Finance Act, 1894. 
The main effect of this decision is that the 
head rent paid by the tenant, and the 
expenses of management, are allowable 
as deductions from the annual value 
before multiplying such annual value 
by the number of years purchase agreed 
upon (but never to exceed 25) to fix the 
principal value. (3) Orders have been 
issued that in all cases affected by the 
decision of the Irish Court, applications 
for a proper return of Estate Duty are to 
be entertained. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Have not the 
Government been ordered to repay 
something like £35,000 ? 

Sm M. HICKS BEACH: I do not 
know ; it may be so. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY : Will the Govern- 
ment consider that honesty is the best 


policy ? 


~ 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES asked if a 
return would be granted. 


[The answer was inaudible. ] 


TREASURY GRANTS FOR’ [TRISH 
HARBOUR CONSTRUCTION. 
CoLroxeL NOLAN (Galway, N.): I 
beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer if until about 1884 it was a 
separate sum ot 


custom to devote a 


£8,000 a year solely to the construction 
of small Irish harbours ; 


if about 1884 
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the Treasury absorbed this £8,000, 
granting in lieu thereof a sum of about 
£220,000 for creating similar harbours : 
it this £220,000 was drawn exclusively 
from an Irish and not from an Imperial 
fund and is long since expended ; and if, 
under the circumstances, he would con- 
sider the expediency of reviving the 
annual £8,000 which was made until 
about 1884 for the above purpose. 


(Juestions, 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Down to 
about 1884 a sum of varying amount 
was annually voted by Parliament in 
aid of the construction of minor Fishery 
Piers and Harbours. In 1883 a sum 
of a quarter of a million was provided 
out of the Irish Church Fund under the 
Sea Fisheries Act for these purposes, 
and it therefore became unnecessary 
to apply to Parliament so long as the 
fund created by that Act lasted. The 
fund is not yet quite exhausted, but the 
question of the future policy in regard 
to such works has not been lost sight 


of. 
Mr. T. M. HEALY: Is the right 


hon. Gentleman aware that in answer 
to previous questions it has been stated 
that the fund is exhausted ? 


Sr M. HICKS BEACH: No, 
[ am informed that it is not. 


Sir. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Well, we have 


been told so for the last seven years. 


ROYAL OPENINGS OF PARLIAMENT— 
ACCOMMODATION FOR MEMBERS. 
Str HENRY FOWLER  (Wolver- 

hampton, E.): I beg to ask the First 

Lord of the Treasury whether he will 

consent to the appointment of a com- 

mittee to consider the accommodation 
provided for Members of this House 
when their attendance in the House of 

Lords is commanded by the King, and also 

as to the best means of securing the 

orderly and safe progress of Members 
when they obey His Majesty’s com- 
mands. 


The following question also appeared 
on the Paper :— 


Mr. STEVENSON: To ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether, 
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having regard to the increase in the 
number of Members of the two Houses, 
to the inadequacy of the accommodation 
afforded on such occasions by the House 
of Lords, and to the necessity for en- 
suring better order and greater dignity 
in connection with the proceedings, 
and in view of the existence of various 
precedents in accordance with which 
the opening of Parliament used to take 
place in a chamber other than those in 
which the two Houses habitually sat, 
generally in the Painted Chamber of 
St. Edward the Confessor, he will con- 
sult with other authorities concerned 
as to the possibility and desirability that 
in future when Parliament is opened 
hy the Sovereign in person the ceremony 
shall take place in Westminster Hall, 
in order that every Member of the Legis- 
lature may have an_ opportunity of 
hearing the Speech from the Throne. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As I have 
already stated to the House, the Govern- 
ment have no control over, and, there- 
fore, are not responsible for, the arrange- 
ments which are made when Parliament 
is opened by the Sovereign in person, 
hut [ have it in command from His 
Majesty to express his approval of the 
appointment of a Joint Committee of 
hoth Houses to consider what accom- 
modation can he provided on such an 
occasion for Peers and Members of Parlia- 
ment, and, in particular, whether West- 
minster Hall could not be utilised. 
CAPRICIOUS DISMISSAL SCHOOL 

TEACHERS. 

Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire) : I 
heg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether the Government contemplate 
introducing a Bill during this session 
dealing with the capricious dismissal of 
teachers. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The questions 
which arise in connection with the hon. 


Member’s questions are under the con- 
sideration of the Government. 


OF 


SCOTTISH EDUCATION BILL. 
Mr. CROMBIE: [I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether the 
educational measures promised in the 
King’s Speech will include an Education 
Bill for Scotland. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am not pre- 
pared to say what action will be taken 
in pursuance of the announcement until 
the matter has been further considered 
in consultation with the Secretary for 
Scotland. 


(Questions. 


Mr. BARTLEY: Will 
duced before Easter ? 


it be intro- 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have told 
the House already that we have come 
to no decision on the subject. 


QUEEN VICTORIA’S FUNERAL—THE 


MEMBERW’ STAND. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
who was responsible for placing the 
stand allotted to Members of the Houses 
of Parliament at the funeral of Her late 
Majesty at so great a distance from the 
route of the procession; and whether 
he will consent to the appointment of a 
permanent committee of unofficial Mem- 
bers on both sides of the House who 
would have the right of approving such 
arrangements as it may be necessary 
to make when the House of Commons 
takes part in any State function. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: The route 
of the funeral of her late Majesty was 
selected and the general arrangements 
made by the Earl Marshal, and were not 
under the control of the Government. 
For the stand allotted to Members of 
Parliament | am responsible, and the site 
selected was the only one available on the 
line of route which was at the disposal 
of the Government. It is a matter of 
regret to me that no better provision 
could be made. I may add that on the 
occasion referred to I was at pains to 
submit what I thought could be done to 
the authorities of the House for their 
approval. With regard to the last 
paragraph of the question, | may observe 
that the suggestion appears to me hardly 
a practicable one or suitable for all cir- 
cumstances and occasions. The erection 
of stands on these occasions is no part of 
my official duty, though I am always 
anxious to meet the general convenience 
of Members of the House, and to consider 
any representations that may reach me.. 
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*Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen | AGRICULTURAL LAND RATING ACT 
Boroughs): May I ask how it was there a P SENTARARES (RATER) 
‘were no covers on this stand ? Catia ; — 

| Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY (Yorkshire, 
Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: Perhaps | W-R., Pudsey): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether, in view 
of the fact that the Agricultural Land 
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the hon. Member is not aware of the 
great difficulties which occurred in get- . ; nde 
ting any accommodation for members. | Rating Act, 1896, and the Tithe Rent- 
There was extremely short time after | charge (Rates) Act, 1899, expire next 
the route was settled—I think only four | Yea, it is the intention of the Govern- 
days—and it has always been the practice | ment to propose their renewal to Parlia- 
of this Government and other Govern-| ™ent during this session, and whether 
ments not to enclose for any privileged | ° will generally state the course the 
class any portion of the ground reserved | Government intend to take in relation 
; to these Acts. 





for the public. There was literally no | 
time to put up a cover, and I doubt | 
whether we should have been justified | 
in putting it up, thereby excluding the| 
view of those behind. | 


*Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: May I also 
ask if it would not have been better to 
have had no place at all than such a 
stand ? 


Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : Were 
any steps taken by the right hon. 
Gentleman or any other person in 
responsible authority to represent to the 
Earl Marshal that the position of the 
stand or the route of the procession was 
most inconvenient for Members of the 
House ! 





Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: I have said | 
that there was very short time. I had | 
no authority to act for the House, but | | 
acted in the belief that hon. Members | 
would desire the best accommodation | 
they could get, and I placed before the | 
Earl Marshal the desirableness of afford- | 
ing some accommodation for Members. | 
This was literally the only accommodation 
that could be found. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir, it is 
our intention to propose the renewal of 
these Acts. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY : When 


will the necessary Bill be introduced ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I should like 


to have notice of that question. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (KING’S 
SPEECH.) 

Ordered, That the Proceedings on the 
Address in answer to His Majesty's 
Speech have precedence this day and 
to-morrow of all other business.—(Mr. 


Balfour.) 
SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE (ASH 
WEDNESDAY). 


Motion made, and Question _ put, 
“That this House do meet to-morrow at 
Two of the clock.”"—(Mr. Balfour.) 


The House divided :—Ayes, 276 ; Noes, 


| 153. (Division List No. 3.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noe! 
Aird, Sir John 

Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, Jolin Stanhope 
Arnold- Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 


Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W.( Leeds) 
Balfour, Maj. K. R.(Christch’eh 
Banbury, Frederick George 


| Barry, Sir Francis T.(Windsor 
| Bartley, George C. T. 


Seach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.( Bristol 
Bignold, A. 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boulnois, Edmund 





3owles, T.Gibson (King’sLynn 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodri -k, Kt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Carlile, Willtam Walter 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cavendisn, R. F. (N. Lanes). 
Cavendish, V. C. W (Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (i #reen wich) 
Chamberlain Rt. Hna.J.( Burm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen( Wore. 
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Chaplin, 
Chapma: 
Churchil 
Clancy, 
Cochran 
Coghill, 
Collings, 
Colomb,! 
Comptor 
Corbett, 
Cranbort 
Cubitt, | 
Dalrymp 
Dewar, T 
Dickinso 
Dickson- 
Digby, Ji 
Dillon, J 
Dimsdale 
Dixon-H: 
Doringto 
Douglas, 
Dexford, 
Durning: 
Dyke, Rt 
Egerton, 
Faber, G 
Fardell, § 
Fellowes, 
Fergusso 
Ffrench, 
Fielden, | 
Finch, Ge 
Finlay, S 
Fisher, V 
Fison, Fr 
Fitzroy, | 
Flannery 
Fletcher, 
Forster, | 
Fuller, J. 
Garfit, W 
Gibbs, Hn 
Godson,S 
Gordon, E 
Gordon, J 
Gordon, M 
Gorst, Rt. 
Goschen, 
(Goulding, 
Gray, En 
Greene,Si 
Grenfell, 
Groves, J 
Guthrie, 
Hain, Ed 
Halsey, T 
Hambro, 
Hamilton. 
Hamilton 
Hammon 
Hardy, L: 
Hare, The 
Harris, F. 
Haslam, $ 
Haslett, $ 
Hatch, Ex 
Hay, Hon 
ayden, . 
Hayter, R 
Healy, Ti 
Heath, Ai 
Heath, Ja 
Hermon-} 
Higeinbot 


VOL. 








499 Sittings of the House 
Chaplin, Kt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. | 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dewar, T. R.(T’rH’mletsS.Geo. | 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield | 
Dillon, John | 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cockfield | 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir Fred D. 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward | 
Fergusson, Rt. HnSirJ.(Mane’r 
French, Peter 

Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon | 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Forster, Henry William 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H(CityofLond. 
Godson,SirAugustuslrederick 
Gordon, Hn. J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’ml’ts 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. Geo. Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,SirE. W.(Bury St. Ed.) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, RtHnaLordG( Midd’ x 
Hamilton,Margof(L’nd’nderry 
Hammond, John 

Hardy, Laurence(Kent,Ashi'd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton(Tyneim’th 
Haslain, Sir Alfred S. 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Heath, Jas. (Staffords., N.W. | 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Higginbottom, S. W. 
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| Johnston, William (Belfast) 


| Kenyon, James (Lancs., Bury) 


| Lowe, Francis William 


| Morris, Hon. 
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Hoare, Edw. B. (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hope,J.F.(Sheffld, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, Capt. J. (Faversham) | 
Howard,J.(Midd., Tottenham) | 
Hozier, Hon. Jas. Henry Cecil | 
Hudson, George Bickersteth | 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. W. Lawies 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 


Joicey, Sir James 

Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denhigh) 


Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop) 
Kimber, Henry 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. E. H. 
Lee,CaptA. H.(Hants,Fareh’m | 
Leveson-Gower, Fred. N.S. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
Long, Col.Chas. W.(Evesham) 
Long, RtHn. Walter(Bristol,S.) | 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 





Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. J. (Kent) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis(Lowestoft) | 
Lucas, R. J. (Portsmouth) | 
Lundon, W. 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, Rt. Hon. W. G. E. | 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) | 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Maconochie, A. W 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool 


M‘Cann, James 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W. ) 
M‘Killop, James(Stirlingshire) | 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, N.) 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W.F | 
Maxwell, W..J.(Dumfriesshire) | 
Mellor, Rt. Hn. John William | 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hon. Sir Fred. G. 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Mitchell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Mooney, John J. 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Kobt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Fastin HenryF. | 
Morton,ArthurH. A( Deptford) | 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. | 


y 
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Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, J, - 
Murray, RtHnAGraham(Bute 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, FrancisAlexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nolan,Col. JohnP.(Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Malley, William 
O’Mara, James 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlingt’n 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Penn, John 
Perey, Earl 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
tandles, John 8. 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
teid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
tidley, Samuel F (BethnalGrn 
titchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Xopner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 
Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alex. 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. E. J. 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, A belH. (Hertford, East) 


) | Smith, HC(North’mb.Tyn’s’de 
' M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim,E.) | 


Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Edward J.(Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Tagegart 


| Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 


Stock, James Henry 
Stroyan, Jolin 


| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf'd Uni. 


Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thompson, E.C.(Monaghan,N. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wim. Edw, Murray 
Tufnell, Col. Edward 

Tully, Jasper 

Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. E. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Tauntn 
Wharton, Rt. Hon, John L. 
Whitely, H. (Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley(York,E. ht. 
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Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath | 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- | 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CherlesP. (Gloue,Stroud 
Asquith, Rt Hon Herbert Hy. 
Atherley Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Barry, E. (Cork, § ) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

brgg, John 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
‘aine, William Sproston 
‘aldwell, James 

‘ameron, Robert 

‘ampbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 
‘ampbel]-Bannerman, Sir H. 
‘arew, James Laurence 
‘awley, Frederick 

‘nanning, Francis Allston 
‘ogan, Denis J. 

‘ondon, Thomas Joseph 
‘rean, Eugene 

‘rombie, John William 

‘ross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
‘ullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dutty, William J. 

Duncan, James H. 

Dunn, Sir William 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Klis, John Edward 

Evans, Samuel T. 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
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ADDRESS IN REPLY 


MAJESTY’S MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 
[FouRTH Day’s DEBATE. | 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned | 
Debate on Question [14th February],! loyal subjects, the Commons of the 


Address in Answer to 


‘COMMONS} 


Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong | 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) | 


NOES. 


Foster, Sir Walter (DerbyCo. ) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hardie, J. K.(MerthyrTydvil) 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 
Holland, William Henr 
Hope, John D. (Fife, West) 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur ©. 


Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jones, David B. (Swansea) 


Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth | 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

|.ambton, Hon. Frederick Wim. 
Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

M ‘Govern, T. 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O’Shee, James John 


- Partington, Oswald 


Paulton, James Mellor 


TO HIS 
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| TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 


Sir William Walrond ani 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Perks, Robert William 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, JohnE. (Waterford) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Russell, T. W. 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shipman, Dr. John 

Sinclair, Capt. John (Forfarsh.} 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks, ) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.C R( Northants 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
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NoEs— 
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TELLERS FOR THE 
Mr. Broadhurst 
William Gurdon. 


“That an humble Address be presented 
to His Majesty, as followeth— 


“ ' ' . 7 ‘ 
Most Gracious Sovereign, 


“We, Your Majesty's most dutiful and 
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United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, in Parliament assembled, beg 
jeave to offer our humble thanks to Your 
Majesty for the Gracious Speech which 
Your Majesty has addressed to both 
Houses of Parliament.”"—(Mr. Forster.) 


(Juestion again proposed. 
Debate resumed. 


*Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.): 1 shall 
not detain the House long, nor should 
] have intervened at all at this stage in 
the debate but for thechallenge which was 
directly addressed last night to the oeeu- 
pants of this bench by the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies. On the Jast ocea- 
sion, in December, when the right hon. 
Gentleman spoke to the House upon 
the terms of settlement in South Africa, 
it was my agreeable duty, in following 
him, to congratulate him upon the 
spirit, and to concur to a large extent 
in the substance, of what he had said. 
The Amendment which had then been 
moved by my hon. friend the senior 
Member for Oldham was, by the general 
consent of both sides of the House, 
withdrawn, and it really seemed as if 
we were within a measurable distance of 
an eirenicon, not only as between parties 
in this House, but, what is much more 
important, as between the combatant 
forces in South Africa. Nothing, as 
far as we on this side of the House are 
concerned, has been said in the course 
of this debate to detract from or to 
qualify what then occurred. Criticisms 
-serious and weighty criticisms—have 
heen passed by my right hon. friend 
the Leader of the Opposition and the 
right hon. Member for the Forest of 
Dean upon certain aspects of the conduct 
ot the war. Anxiety, natural and— 
ws 1 venture to think—perfectly legiti- 
mate anxiety, has been expressed as to 
how far and by what means the terms 
of peace announced by the right hon. 
Gentleman in December have been and 
ire being communicated to the Boers. 
An Amendment, it is trne, was put down 
on the Paper by my hon. friend the 
Member for Carnarvon Boroughs ; but 
that Amendment has not been moved. 
That is one of the main grievances of 
the Colonial Seeretary. | should 
thnk that it is the first time, 
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that it is at any rate quite a 
novel thing fora Minister to complain 
when there are forty-six Amendments 
on the Address, that one of them is not to 
be moved, and that the possible number 
of divisions is to be reduced to forty-five. 
It is true that my hon. friend has not 
moved his Amendment. He confined 
his speech to an attack on the methods 
in which the war has been, and is being, 
conducted in South Africa—an attack 
in which I may say at once I myself 
do not in the least concur—and which, 
as the right hon. Gentleman said, will 
no doubt be met in due course by the 
Secretary of State for War. Finally, my 
hon. and learned friend the Member 
for the Dumfries Burghs made a grave 
appeal for the lenient and considerate 
treatment of those who should surrender 
—an appeal the extreme moderation of 
which was acknowledged by the right 
hon. Gentleman himself, who also said 
that it would be found not to haye fallen 


‘on deaf ears. 


Such has been the of this 
debate ; and it is under these conditions 
that the Secretary of State for the Colo- 
nies takes the opportunity to make a 
speech as unprovoked and as provocative 
as almost any which | ever remember 
to have heard in this House. Why, 
Sir, the right hon. Gentleman, in one 
part of his remarks, went out of his way 
to revive—I hope | am not using too 
strong language—what we had all 
hoped to be the obsolete Billingsgate of 
General Election. He described 
the six Gentlemen, including my right 
hon. friend the Leader of the Opposition, 
who have addressed the House from 
this side in the course of the debate, as 
so many pro-Boers. There was a time, 
in the heat of the election, when it almost 
seemed as though the right hon. Gentle- 
man had brought himself honestly to 
believe that anyone who was presump- 
tuous enough to question the wisdom 
of his diplomacy, or even the taste of his 
metaphors. must be in alliance, secret 
or avowed, with the enemies of | his 
country. But the election fever is over. 
The majority has been secured, and 
now sits safely and, I hope, com- 
fortably on those benches. These 
epithets have served their purpose : 
and is it not about time that they should 
be cast into the rhetorical dustbin, which 
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is the only place fit for them? The|any practicable alternative—practieable, 


right hon. Gentleman in almost the 
same breath complained of the want 
of unanimity in this House in strength- 
ening the hands of the Executive. This 
is a very curious way of procuring unani- 
mity. We are sometimes warned as to 
the effect which speeches made here 
may produce on the minds of the Boers. 
[ am not sure that the best way to pro- 
mote an early cessation of the war and 
to bring about a discontinuance of a hope- 
less resistance is to suggest, as the right 
hon. Gentleman more than suggested 
last night, that, if not the whole, the ma- 
jority of those who sit on this side of the 
House are in sympathy, latent or acknow- 
ledged, with those who are in the field. 


However that may be, I think this kind | 


of circumspection should begin at home. 
Has the right hon. Gentleman reflected 
what gratuitous obstacles deliverances 
such as that of his last night interpose 
in the way of that unanimity which he 
professes to desire, and of the consequent 
strengthening of the hands of the Execu- 
tive for the attainment of that which, 
[ believe, we all, without any distinction 
of party, agree to be at this moment 
the cardinal and the capital object of 
British policy—the securing of an honour- 
able and lasting peace 4 

But my main object, indeed my sole 
object. in rising is to remove one or two 
misconceptions to which the right hon. 
Gentleman's speech Jent countenance, 
and which, if they were not misconcep- 
tions but were founded on fact, would 
reflect greatly upon our conduct and 
eredit as an Opposition, and | think 
might even conceivably have the effect 
of hindering or postponing the termina- 
tion of the war. In the first place, the 
right hon. Gentleman suggested that 
we, or some considerable section amongst 
us. are in favour of undoing the annexa- 
tion of the two Republics and restoring 
the political status quo. That I believe to 
be a complete delusion. [am not in the 
least ashamed to contess for myself that 


[ was a slow and reluctant convert to the , 


necessity of annexation. I am not going 
into the argument now. It was fought 
out at the General Election. It is 


sufficient to say this: that my own view, 
which [ believe to be that of many others, 
is that to annexation there is not, and 
there has not been for a long time past, 


Mr. Asynith. 


| 


I mean, in a double sense: on the one 
hand, of guarding against the future 
recurrence of past dangers, and, on the 
other hand, of securing equality and 
freedom for the whole of South Africa, 
But that is no new statement of policy, 
So far back as last Whitsuntide my right 
hon. friend the Leader of the Opposition 
at Glasgow, with all the authority that 
belongs to his position, declared annexa- 
tion to be mevitable, and stated that, in 
his opinton—whiech was also, of course, 
that of his colleagues—it had to beac 
cepted both by parties m this country 
and by the Boers and British in South 
Africa as an indispensable condition of the 
ultimate settlement. So much for that. 
But the right hon. Gentleman went on to 
allege that a number of us here—and he 
singled out in this particular my right 
hon. friend the Leader of the Opposition 
—had expressed the opinion that the 
terms to be offered to the Boers should 
include the immediate concession of self- 
government in the conquered territories. 
Well, Sir, speaking again, | believe, not 
only for myself but for a number of 
others, and speaking certainly for my 
right hon. friend the Leader of the Oppo- 
sition, | say we have neither entertained 
nor expressed any sueh idea. I listened, 
on the first night of this debate, to my 
right hon. friend’s speech, and certainly 
he never said or suggested anything of 
the kind: and I was never more sur- 
prised than when | heard the First 
Lord of the Treasury father upon 
his words that construction—a_ eon- 
struction which was emphatically repu- 
diated a few hours later the same evening 
by my right hon. friend the Member for 
South Aberdeen, and | repudiate it now. 

What is the situation with which we 
have to deal in those conquered terri- 
tories? | am speaking as one who is 
most anxious that, at the very earliest 
possible moment, the solemn pledges 
which the Government and the people of 
this country have given to the people of 
South Africa should be completely aiid 
effectually fulfilled. You have a com- 
munity, of which it is no exaggeration to 
say that both the social and the political 
fabric have been overturned from top to 
bottom. You have population in which 
racial animosities have been heated and 
envenomed by the war until they have 
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reached a state of the most acute inflam- 
mation. You have a territory which has 
been to a large extent devastated and 
depopulated. The leaders of the farming 
class are prisoners of war, and the indus- 
trial classes toa large extent are emigrants, 
Under those conditions I agree entirely 
with my hon. friend the junior Member 
for Oldham—whose interesting and elo- 
quent speech last night we must all hope 
and believe, and especially those of us 
who, like myself, enjoyed the privilege of 
friendship with his illustrious father, 
was the first step in a Parliamentary 
eareer of the highest distinction—that 
to plant, or attempt to plant, the full 
machinery of constitutional government 
would be to ignore the fundamental facts 
of the case. There must be an interval 
for resettlement and revival, for a renewal 
of the ordinary functions of social and 
domestic life, before the work of political 
and constitutional reconstruction can be 
properly set on foot. How is that inter- 
val to be bridged over? Here, again, as 
it seems to me, the right hon. Gentleman 
magnified and inflated verbal distinc- 
tions into differences of principle and 
policy. I suppose we are all agreed that 
military government ought to be brought 
to an end at the very earliest possible 
moment that it is practicable to do so. | 
am sure my right hon. friend the Leader 
of the Opposition agrees with me there. 
We are all agreed. It may be, I hope it 
may not be, but one cannot ignore the 
possibility, and even the probability, 
that at the time when it is safe to bring 
the régime of a purely military adminis- 
tration to an end, the conditions are 
not yet sufficiently matured for start- 
ing the new machinery of self-govern- 
ment. If that be so, there must be a 
period, not of military but of civil 
administration ; and when my right 
hon. friend protested, as I believe he 
did protest, in the speech to 
which [ have referred, against 
introducing into these countries the 
system of what is called a Crown colony, 
what I understood him to mean, and 
what I should certainly mean myself, 
was that from the earliest moment 


when you transform the administration 
from a military into a civil character, 
you ought, so far as you can, to associate 
the work of administration and govern- 
ment with some representative element 
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which, although you have not yet got 
full-fledged representative institutions. 
still less full-fledged responsible govern- 
ment, will ensure that the Government for 
the time being is more or less in touch with 
the feelings and interests and sympathies 
of the governed. No one proposes, as 
the right hon. Gentleman seems to think 
—no one, at any rate, with whom I am 
acquainted—to purchase peace in this 
manner at the price of dishonour. It is 
not a question of yielding to fear that 
which we are not ready, freely and spon- 
taneously, to give; still less is it a 
question of betraying those who have 
trusted us. But it is of vital importance, 
with a view first of all to the speedy 
ending of the war, with a view next to 
making good the pledges we have given, 
that both Boer and Briton in South 
Africa shall understand that we are not 
going to replace the artificial aseendency 
of one race by the artificial ascendency 
of another. Surely it would be more 
useful —I do not care to use the 
word patriotic, because until recently 
patriotism was claimed as a monopoly 
by the right hon. Gentleman and _ his 
friends, otherwise | should have said it 
was more patriotic—at a time like this 
of grave national necessity that, rather 
than endeavour to create a_ perfectly 
artificial party issue, we should inquire 
whether the best means have been taken. 
or are being taken, to attain this end. 


I am not going into the question—the 
very speculative question—of whether 
terms of peace could or could not have 
been arranged immediately after the 
capture of Pretoria last June. Speaking 
for myself, and tor myself alone, I doubt 
it; and | doubt it for this reason, 
amongst others: that as we now know, 
and as the Boers knew perfectly well 
then, we were not at that time in any 
real or effective sense in occupation of 
their country. However that may be, 
I do not hesitate to say that. in my 
opinion, the steps which were taken in 
the immediately sueceeding months were 
singularly ill-caleulated for the purpose. 
What were they ? You had a series of 
inconsistent and ineonsequent procla- 
mations. Of course the responsibility 
rests not with Lord Roberts, but with 
His Majesty's Government ; and I must 
say, having studied those proclamations 
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with as much care as [ can, I think it 
must have been diftieult almost to the 
point of impossibility for any Boer of 
average intelligence to ascertain at any 
given time what precise offer was open 
to him to accept. You had, at the same 
time, the policy of what has been 


carefully studying the evidence, I] say— 
[ am giving my own opinion—that it 
was conducted on the part of our officers 
and men with all the humanity that was 
possible in the circumstances. 
my opinion. 
condemned, in my opinion, not so much 
for its eruelty—all war is cruel—but for its 
wastefulness, for its want of method. and, 
above all, for its almost complete futility. 
Then the generals came home under the 
impression that the war was over; and 
the House stillawaits, and awaits, I think, 
with interest and impatience, some state- 


ment from the Secretary for War as. 


to the steps which were taken during 
the autumn and the winter to replace 
the dishanded and recalled troops and 
to replenish and reinforce the wasted 
regiments that were left upon the spot. 

What are we doing now? I suppose 
most of us will agree that we have, or 
we ought to have, two objects in view 
—to make the Army efficient, and to 
bring home to the Boers the conviction 
of the sincerity of our intentions. The 
right hon. Gentleman asked last night 
to whom are we to address ourselves. 
Well, it appears from the answer which 
he gave to a question this evening that 
the proclamation has not vet been issued 
which he foreshadowed in’ December 
last. and which was to be the means by 
which we at any rate understood the 
(rovernment were to make known to 
the mass of the inhabitants of South 
Africa their intentions in this matter. I 
cannot help feeling great regret that the 
issue of that proclamation has been 
delayed; and we should like to know 
precisely what are the reasons for that 
delay. Let me ask, further, if the 
terms which the right hon. Gentleman 
announced two months ago have been 
conveyed to the Boer prisoners at St. 
Helena and Ceylon ? 


ances been given to these men as to the | 
restoration and restocking of their farms 
or as to provision being made for the 


Mr, Asynith. 
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called | 
farm-burning. as to which, again, after | 
‘their friends, and kinsmen in the field ? 


That is. 
But it is a policy to be. 


Have any assur- | sen. 
| Sir, there was one very striking feature 


the King’s Speeeh. BLO 


‘mortgages and other debts which are 
accumulating upon them during their 
absence ? 
| prisoners been allowed, are they being 


Above all, have these 
allowed—this is one of the most pacific 
influences that you can bring to bear 
on the Boers—are they being allowed 
to communicate freely with their families, 


These are practical questions which 
demand categorical answers. We have 
differed widely in this House as to the 
origin of the war. We may differ—though 
I suppose that there the differences are 
not quite so  widespread—as to the 
wisdom. the foresight, and the energy 
with which it has been conducted. But 
we all agree. [ believe, without any dis- 
tinction of party or section, in the desire 
to secure at the earliest possible moment 
an honourable peace. Sir. that end 
will not be accelerated, I venture to say, 
by truculence of language any more than 
by weakness in action. If it is to he 
attained, it can be attained only in one 
way, and that is by the combination of 
two things—an army, strong, mobile, 
capable of commanding victory, and 
terms. of pacification which it will not 
be derogatory either for the victors to 
offer or for the vanquished to accept. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): I do not think there can be any 
doubt in the mind of any Member ot 


the House that the tone of the speech 
which has just been delivered by the 
right hon. Gentleman is different from 
that of the speeches of his colleagues 
who have spoken from the same bench. 
I think that it will be felt by the House 
that the right hon. Gentleman has struck 


‘a distinctly higher note than that which 


we have heard on previous evenings 
during this debate, and I venture to say 
that if all the speeches which have been 
made from that side of the House during 
the last three days had been delivered 
in thesame tone and to the same 
purport the necessity for the speech 
which my right hon. friend the Sec- 
retary for the Colonies delivered last 
night would not have arisen. But, 


‘in the speech of the right hon. Gentle- 


man—striking and. to me, exceedingly 








511 


disapp 
amidst 
ereetec 
that b 
pointir 
that b 
asked 

which 

higher, 
office 

more 1 
the pu 
and I 

have, 1 
use Ou 
from ¥ 
the qu 
do eve 
undone 
the ter 
hon. G. 
leagues 
tion wl 
Leader 
the im] 
bench v 


day las 
bring 1 
man th 
| think 
make a 
rather 

would » 
ean ass 
that it 


War an 
to go S¢ 
heaps of 
in appr 
daily re 
and flo 
Secretal 
more th 
on at t 
up the 

by wow 
for wit] 
he eftici 
repressit 
more re 
those w] 
of this f 
to feel th 
when w 
party re 
aside fol 
we can 

loss of lit 


lis- 
ire 
nt 
nd 
iV, 
7p) 
he 
ne 
of 
le 
nd 
Ot 
to 


Ok 
d- 


ny 





511 Address in Answer to 


disappointing—in that he spoke, not 
amidst the rounds of cheers which 
greeted the sallies of other speakers on 
that bench, but in chilling and disap- 


{19 Fepruary 1901} 


pointing silence. I call attention to 
that because the right hon. Gentleman 


asked the House to take up a position, 
which is not only far better and far 
higher, from the point of view of the 
office which I occupy, but: also a far 
more useful and practical position for 
the purpose which we all ought to have, 
and | cannot help still hoping we all 
have, in view—namely, that we should 
se our opportunities in this House, 
from whatever standpoint we approach 
the question, with a determination to 
do everything, and to leave nothing 
undone, which will bring us nearer to 
the termination of the war. The right 
hon. Gentleman has spoken for his col- 
leagues. I cannot say that the descrip- 
tion which he gave of the speech of the 
leader of the Opposition agrees with 
the impression conveyed to us on this 
bench when we listened to him on Thurs- 
day last. But when he proceeded to 
bring into line the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for South Aberdeen, 
| think that we were in a position to 
make an effective retort. But I would 
rather leave that retort unuttered ; I 
would rather accept his statement. I 
can assure the right hon. Gentleman 
that it does not give the Minister for 
War any pleasure, to use his own phrase, 
to go scavenging in the rhetorical dust- 
heaps of the past. It is almost impossible 
in approaching this question, in the 
daily responsibility of watching the ebb 
and flow of the war, knowing, as the 
Secretary of State must know perhaps 
more than any other man, what is going 
on at the front, responsible for filling 
up the too numerous vacancies made 
by wounds and disease, responsible also 
for withdrawing officers who may not 
be efficient and replacing them, and for 
repressing disorder if it occurs, and still 
more responsible perhaps for defending 
those who have been maligned in or out 
of this House—I say it is impossible not 
to feel that the moment has come, frankly, 
when we should get rid of these stale 
party recriminations, and, putting party 
aside for a few moments, consider how 
we can best bring to an end this great 


loss of life which is going on, this devasta- | 
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tion which must take place of an entire 
country, this embitterment of feeling 
which will remain afterwards, and this 
waste of resources, which are the neces- 
sary concomitants of war. 

[ look to the debate which is taking 
place solely from that point of view, and 
I ask the Opposition to consider, holding 
what views they please, the question 
not from the point of view of justice 
only, on which Gentlemen opposite may 
hold different views from us, but from 
the point of view which they themselves 
have adopted—namely, that of expedi- 
ency ; and I would ask, from thaf stanc- 
point whether the speeches which have 
been made in the last few days tend to 
a speedy termination of the war. | 
am not going into the argument as to 
whether we are right in saying that 
there shall be no independence, whether 
the Member for South Aberdeen with 
his protected State is nearer the mark. 
or whether the suggestions made in 
two other speeches from that bench of 
a speedy return of self-government after 
the close of the war might possibly most 
tend to conciliation. | ask the House 
to look at the matter clearly and to face 
the facts as they are at this moment. 
We are told by all the speakers opposite 
that the Boers we now have to deal with 
are desperate men. You may say that 
we have made them desperate. [An 
Hon. Memper: Who else!] The more 
you say so the more you force upon us 
the view that they are not open at this 
moment to a reasonable compromise. 
What I ask the House to consider is this. 
They are fighting for independence as 
they understand it. They have been 
told that the complete surrender of their 
independence is the only means by which 
the war can finished. Does the 
Member for South Aberdeen really believe 
that if Lord Kitchener went to-morrow 
to General De Wet and General Botha 
and said to them, “ We cannot give you 
back your independence, but we will 
make you a protected State; we will 
give you back 25 per cent. of that for 


the King’s Speech. 


be 


'which for the last sixteen months you 


| have been fighting,” 


| favourable answer ? 


he would get a 
9 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) : Try it. 
Fourth Day. 
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Mr. BRODRICK : 
Member is probably the only Member 
of this House who thinks so. 
Is it not more in keeping with reason and 
with our past experience of the Boers to 
believe that the mere offer of 25 per 


cent. of their independence would cause | 


them more vigorously than ever to pull 
themselves together to fight in order to 
turn that 25 per cent. into 50 per cent. ? 

The position at this moment, so far as 
the Government are concerned, is this. 
We have by proclamation offered to the 
Boers terms of surrender which have 
never before, I delieve, been offered to a 
vanquished enemy. |An Hon. MEMBER : 
Never were there more disgraceful terms. | 
Perhaps the hon. Member will allow me 
to develop that for «a moment. Lord 
Roberts’s original policy when he entered 
the Free State was to accept the oath of 
any Boer who came in and surrendered his 
rifle, and to allow him to go back to his 
farm. I do not believe that in any other 
war such a thing has been done—that a 
private soldier has been allowed to go 
free on mere parole, and to go back to 
live as a private individual in the very 
country in which warlike operations 
were going on. That leniency was a 
disastrous failure ; because men who had 
given their parole were either cajoled 
or compelled again to take up arms, and 
the very men who came in one day and 
gave up their rifles would assault these 
same posts a week afterwards with all 
the advantage of the information they 
had obtained. The next stage in the 
operations was that those who were 
taken were sent across the water, and 
their wives and families were promised 
protection, and they were promised that 
they should return when the war was 
over. That plan, again, has not been a 
success, for the reason that the Boers, 
dreading to go across the water as they 
do, have preferred to continue in arms 
rather than to come in on those terms. 
Lord Kitchener has now undertaken a 
third step. He has proposed (and to 
the extent of 15,000 persons, I think, 
his proposal has been accepted) that all 
the Boers who desired to surrender to 
the British Government should be allowed 
to come in and obtain protection in 
laagers with their families and be pre- 
served either from compulsion to take 
up arms again or from any danger 
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'for them to go back to their farms. ] 


[“ No.”], know not what a British general could 


| have done more in order to bring home 
to those against whom he was fighting 
our desire to make the path of sub- 
mission as easy as possible. But I think 
it would be not only a mistake but 


| positively disastrous if we were now to go 
(to a man like General De Wet, who is 


making such a desperate resistance and 
offering so determined a front against 
any terms whatever, who is flogging 
and shooting members of the peace com- 


| mittee, who is alleged, rightly or wrongly, 


to be flogging his own men who desire 
to surrender—— 


Mr. DILLON : Where is your authority 
for that statement ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : I say who is alleged 
to be doing so—is it not absurd to sup- 
pose that, if we were to go to him witha 
proposal now to leave him a few shreds 
of independence at a time which we can- 
not name and of a nature which he 
could not be expected to appreciate, we 
should break down his determination to 
continue in arms? I think by such a 
policy we should not only render our- 
selves contemptible in the eyes of the 


world, but make the British Govern- 
ment ridiculous throughout Europe. 


All I can say is this. The right hon. 
Member for SouthAberdeen said the other 
night that he could not check himseli 
in making speeches here by the effect 
which they might have in South Africa. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) : | did not 
say that. I said it was my duty here to 
say what I thought. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Allowing for the 
divergence of language, consequent per- 
haps upon my less concentrated methods 
of thought, I should have said that I had 
exactly expressed the right hon. Gentle 
man’s meaning, However that may 
be, I want to make the House, in all 
sincerity, feel in the fullest sense its 
responsibility in this matter. It is one on 
which | feel exceedingly deeply. Letters 
reach me by every mail showing the mis- 
chief done by speeches, proclamations— 





[Irish cheers]—I mean by pamphlets and 
publications, and speeches which are 
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ealled those of conciliation. There is a 
Committee of Conciliation, and another 
committee which, 1 believe, is distinct 
irom it, called the Stop-theWar Com- 
mittee. I believe I am right in saying 
that one or other of these committees 
was responsible for the atrocious libel on 
Lord Kitchener, when it was said that 
he had given orders to shoot all Boer 
prisoners. We know that a question in 
this House, or a statement in the news- 
papers, is sufficient to disabuse every 
Englishman of such an idea; but that 
statement. goes broadcast throughout 
South Africa, and publications like the 
letter quoted last night by the Member 
for Carnarvon—from a lieutenant in 
the Canadian Horse, a letter which may 
be a highly coloured narrative, but 
which has never been verified or tested, 
but on which I will undertake to say 
General Smith-Dorrien will have con- 
siderable ‘light to throw—have been 
found in the farmhouses not merely in 
Orange River Colony, but in Cape Colony. 
I heard by the last mail that our own 
troops that are pursuing General De 
Wet in Cape Colony had found them 
broadcast, having been distributed, deli- 
berately, throughout the Dutch farm- 
houses in the Cape Colony, creating 


among those who read them an abso- 


lutely false idea, and immeasurably 
embittering the differences between the 
two races, and the feelings of those who 
have hitherto been loyal subjects of the 
King. What happened the other day in 
the town of Calvinia, which is in the 
western part of Cape Colony, and about 
100 or 150 miles from the Orange River 
Colony? It is not a place about which 
any question of rebellion against Boer 
authority, if there was a Boer authority 
still existing in either of the colonies, 
could arise, as it was as much a part of 
His Najesty’s dominions as the House in 
which we are sitting. What happened 
there the other day? A coloured man, 
educated, well-known in Cape Colony, 
cultured beyond his fellows, who has 
taken part in politics in Cape Colony to 
a considerable extent, was seized by a 
commando which reached that town 
about a month ago. What was his crime ? 
It was that he was well-known to be a 
centre of loyal feeling in that neighbour- 
hood. That man was openly taken out 
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| by the commando—who were no doubt 
‘stimulated by their feelings as regards 


cruelties which, they were told by every 
publication they came across in the 
Dutch farmhouses, had been practised 
on their own fellow-citizens—and flogged 
so brutally that his vitals were exposed. 
He lingered for three weeks, and was 
then shot in cold blood before our troops 
entered the town. I quote that only as 
an instance of many in Cape Colony 
who had been similarly treated,and I quote 
it because I would ask the House to 
consider whether the Conciliation Com- 
mittee, by whom these stories are pub- 
lished, ought not better to have been 
called the Exasperation Committee, 
because these stories and loose talking 
across the floor of the House, such as that 
indulged in by the hon. Member for 
Carnarvon, without due consideration, 
and without being verified, do not in- 
fluence us here, but they do go to South 
Africa to further exasperate and increase 
our difficulties there. Iam not one who 
complains of the ordinary chances of 
war. You must lose lives, you must 
ride horses to death, you must see a 
country devastated if you once go to war. 
All these are necessary incidents of war- 
fare. But surely, it is right for any man 
who is responsible in any degree for the 
conduct of operations, to make an appeal 
that we should do as much as we can 
here to prevent the ordinary horrors of 
war degenerating into acts of savagery 
of the kind to which | have referred. 
The right hon. Gentleman opposite 
has urged me to say what steps the 
Government have taken in the last two 
or three months to bring about a speedy 
termination of the war. In December 
last I stated that I believed the kindest 
thing to both parties was to place Lord 
Kitchener in possession of every force 
he could desire in order to bring about 
a speedy capture of the marauding 
bands which are disturbing the two 
colonies in South Africa. We are told 
that the Government have been drifting 
in their policy and action. I deny that 
altogether. Our policy has not changed 
and our action has not for one moment 
swerved. A statement has appeared 
in the papers that Lord Kitchener asked 
us for a large body of troops in December 
last and that we began very late to 
Fourth Day. 
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provide them. The fact is, we have 
never been behind Lord Kitchener in 
our supplies, but we have always en- 
deavoured to anticipate his wishes. 
The 13th December last was the first 
time we had had any demand from South 
Africa for troops for some months. At 
that moment there were 210,000 soldiers 
in South Africa. Lord Kitchener then 
asked whether, as some of his mounted 
troops. owing to service in the war, had 
lost numbers, we could supply drafts. 
L took action on that at once. He also 
asked whether some of the 
troops, on whom he greatly depended 
and whose services he eulogised in the 
highest manner, could be replaced. 
The Government immediately appealed 
to the colonies to replace their contin- 
gents, and we had a reply as enthusiastic 
as we could possibly receive. Ten days or 
a fortnight ago | published a summary 
of the mounted troops we hoped to supply 
in the course of a few weeks. In that 
summary [| put down the colonial troops 
at 5,000. 1 find that the number of 
those who have come forward has already 
exceeded that figure. 


Mr. T. M. 
At 5s. a day! 


HEALY (Louth, N.): 


Mr. BRODRICK: And if more were 
wanted they would be ready to come 
to our assistance. I promised 2,500 
cavalry and 1,000 mounted infantry. 
Of this 3.500, 2,500 left in a few days, 
and at this moment form part of the 
column in pursuit of De Wet. In addi- 
tion to that, we quickened the recruiting 
of the 10,000 Colonial Police, which, being 
a force of a more permanent character, 
did not fill up quite so quickly as the 
more temporary reinforcements ; and we 
brought before Lord Kitchener the 
extreme desirability of prompting every 
man in Cape Colony willing to take up 
arms for local defence to do so. Now that 
the war has extended to Cape Colony, 
| think the colonists ought to be among 
the first to strike a defensive blow. 
Within three weeks some 10,000 men 
were enrolled in Cape Colony, and these 
were mounted and equipped with rifles 
by the British Government. | 
been asked by several hon. Members 
questions as to the supply of horses, 


and we have been taken to task in some | 
Mr. Brodrick. 





have | 
| Lord Kitchener did tell us at the end of 
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quarters for delay in sending out an 
additional supply. In keeping up the 
supply of horses our difficulty has been 
great, for this reason, the wastage ot 
horses has always exceeded the wastage 
expected by the commanders in the field : 
consequently, although we kept up the 
supply, that supply was not sufficient. 


,When I took office three months ago 


colonial | 


{ 
} 


I immediately tried to attain an object 
which is most important in regard to 
the supply of horses in South Africa, 
that they should arrive « month in 
advance of the time of their actual 1e- 
quirement. That alone gives the animals 
time to regain their condition, and prob- 
ably prolongs their working life many 
weeks or months. In these efforts we 
fairly succeeded. From Ist October to 
14th February there were 21,800 horses 
landed in Cape Colony, and on 14th Feb- 
ruary there were 8,500 at sea on their 
way, a total of 30,000 in a period of 
little over three months. [ do not 
think there will be found in any period 
of the world’s history an instance of 
any nation sending for an expedition 
to any part of the world 30,000 horses 
a distance of 6,000 miles in three months. 
Lord Kitchener also, when the war 
extended to Cape Colony, found it neces- 
sary from the point of view of antici- 
pating Boer raids to secure as many 
horses as he could locally ; and he 
succeeded in obtaining at a good price 
a good supply of 13.000 horses and 
4,000 mules in January, and [ am glad 
to say, from the most recent telegrams 
sent, Lord Kitchener has got all the men 
he can mount provided with good horses. 
Lord Kitchener applied for reinforce- 
ments at the end of January. Early 
in January I found that the recruiting 
for the South African Constabulary 
was not proceeding as rapidly as I had 
expected, and [ thought it necessary, 
in view of probable demands from Lord 
Kitchener, that we should be ready to 
send out a large force of Yeomanry. 
We called for more Yeomanry, and the 
response was extraordinary. We have 
up to date enlisted 8.000 or 9.000, and 
they are coming in very rapidly. | 
understand the men are of very good 
stamp. The result was that when 


January that, owing to a very great 
increase in the area of warlike operations. 
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more mounted troops were needed, we) 


sent him at the end of the same week 
the first batch. We have sent a con- 
siderable number, and in ten days ships 
will sail with further forces ; and by the 
end of March we expect to be able to 
put at Lord Kitchener's disposal some- 
thing like 30,000 men. 

It is not for meto say anything 
of the future course of the war. 1 
can only say that the strain at the 


front must be very great. Many 
ofticers have been on active duty 
for fifteen or sixteen months. and it 


must not be supposed that when generals 
come home in any special case they are 
in any way discredited. It is extremely 
desirable that some generals should 
have a rest, and we are therefore sending 
Lord Kitchener every general he has 
selected or desires to have in order to 
relieve those who have been on service 
ior a long period. In this connection 
[ quite agree with my right hon. friend 
the Member for Oldham when, in his 
admirable speech last night, he said 
that in Sir Bindon Blood and General 
Elliot, distinguished officers with Indian 
experience of a special character, we are 
sending the best men we can to supple- 
ment Lord Kitchener's force. But the 
House may rest assured that whatever 
form the operations may take the Govern- 
ment will work hand in hand with 
Lord Kitchener, and we have every 
confidence and expectation that the 
steps taken are such that betore long 
they will greatly narrow the area of the 
war. We recognise that in strengthen- 
ing Lord Kitchener’s hands lies the way 
to this. The House may be assured 
that to this consideration everything— 
even the reorganisation of the Army 
at home—will be subordinated, that we 
may keep the Army in the field in the 
highest state of efficiency we can attain. 

During the debate there have been 
three or four speeches in reference to 
hospital arrangements in South Africa, 
und I hope the House will pardon me for 
entering on that important subject. It 
is fully worth a debate to itself, but as it 
has been brought forward during this 
debate, | ought to say a few words upon 
it. Great blame has been thrown on the 
Army Medical Department, and | do not 
ior a moment mean to say that the 


Department has not many things to: 
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answer for ; but, in considering mistakes. 
made by the Army Medical Department, 
let us also consider the part the House of 
Commons has played in bringing about 
the present state of things. lL am quite 
ready to take responsibility and blame 
for which we are fairly accountable at 
the War Office, but it should be remem- 
bered that in the House of Commons, 
when nearly fourteen years ago the late 
Lord Randolph Churchill carried on for 
two years his crusade against public 
expenditure, this Army Medical Depart- 
ment was severely criticised. | well re- 
member a strong speech inwhich theright 
hon. Member for East Wolverhampton 
said there were too many doctors, and 
that the Department wanted overhaul- 
ing, for it cost too large an amount of 
public money, and the Report of the 
Comittee at the time bore out the right 
hon. Gentleman’s belief. The Comiuittee, 
after two years investigation at the War 
Office, decided that there were too many 
doctors, and that they were too highly 
paid, with a too high proportion of 
retired pay, and that the whole subject 
required revision. By this the War 
Office has ever since been influenced. In 
the House of Commons successive Minis- 
ters have laid it down that we must pro- 
vide for three army corps at home and 
two abroad, and upon this the arrange: 
ments of the Army Medical Department 
have been made. Can you wonder, 
then, that when we came to send the 
equivalent of six Army Corps to South 
Africa the medical arrangements should 
be somewhat strained ! Difticulties arose 
that were not foreseen in sending sup- 
plies along lines of communication 
longer than had ever been necessary in 
a Continental war. The War Depart- 
ment in the matter of doctors has for the 
last fourteen years been between the 
upper millstone of a Parliament deter- 
mined to keep down expenditure and 
the lower millstone of the medical pro- 
fession, who denied their best candidates 
except upon better terms. The War 
Office did all it could to get better men,,. 
but the heads of the profession declared 
that medical men must have military 
rank, without which they could not hold 
up their heads among their military ecl- 
leagues. | remember it was even urged 
that beyond the titles of major and. 
colonel the title of general should be 


Fourth Day. 
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open to them. 
Lansdowne was assured that unless the 
title of “general,” not ~surgeon-gene- 
ral,” were given other proposals would 
be useless. I remember pertectly well 
suggesting that a deputation of the pro- 
fession should go over to the Admiralty 
and ask that naval surgeons should be 
allowed to become admirals, When they 
received that recognition the War Office 


would consider the concession of the 
rank of “ general.” 
But, not to trouble the House 


at length, I will sum up in a_ few 
words what the experience of the 
war has shown. It has shown, in the 
first place, that these military titles have 
not altogether conduced to harmony. 
In the second place, the Commission of 
able, independent men, who, whatever 
we may say of their conclusions, certainly 
held no brief for the Government, have 
shown in their Report that there has 
been no general disposition on the part 
of the Army Medical Department to 
shirk its duties, and that there has been 
great devotion shown among the medical 
men. If in some cases there have been 
defects of organisation and skill, that 
organisation can be reformed, and want 
ef skill has been due to the fact that 
otticers have been so hardly worked that 
they have not had proper opportunities 
of studying their profession. It has 
been said by the hon. Gentleman the 
Member for the Ilkeston Division that 
we have not realised the importance of 
a suggestion that came from himself— 
that sanitary committees should be sent 
out to direct sanitary arrangements for 
the variouscamps. I think the experience 
of the war has shown that a committee 
of that character, or something like it, 
would have done good service. And, 
while knowing as | do the devotion to 
duty of the great mass of medical officers 
of the Royal Army Medical Corps, 1 
eannot deny that it has been brought 
out in the course of these inquiries that 
there was a certain amount of professional 
jealousy, an indisposition to avail them- 
selves of outside assistance in an emer- 
geney, and, perhaps, too much of that 
rel-tape disposition which is supposed to 
pursue the Army in all its courses, which 
I, at all events, desire to see removed to a 
‘creat extent. And in this respect let 


ane say that so far from regarding those 


Mr. Brodrick. 
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who have interested themselves in these 
matters, both here and in South Africa, 
with any suspicion or distrust, I thank 
them for their attempts; I believe they 
have been largely productive of good to 
the public service, and I believe we may 
found on the recommendations of the 
Commission, and on the extraneous 
assistance we have received, partly from 
Members of this House, a new and satis- 
factory system, but one which can only 
be brought about by a drastic reform of 
the Army Medical Service. But in the 
emergency as it now exists we cannot 
pretend to make a complete reform in a 
few weeks. We are bound to look at this 
question very carefully, and we are 
determined to call to our assistance the 
heads of the medieal profession. It may 
be that by making our terms of enlist- 
ment more elastic, it may be that by 
making them more attractive in other 
ways, we can obtain a better class of men. 
All | would say is this: if the House will 
give us a little confidence in this matter | 
will undertake that no effort shall be 
wanting, that there is no experience we 
can get but shall be turned to account. 
and that no past prejudices shall be 
allowed to intervene, or prevent our 
giving the Army in the future an effective 
medical service. 

I do not know that there is any other 
subject on which I need trouble the 
House, for I feel that I have been too 
long already, but I wish to say this before 
| sit down. The right hon. Gentleman 
expressed regret that the Colonial Secre- 
tary had not yet been able to put out the 
proclamation foreshadowed in December 
last. He may rest assured that at the 
first moment that such a proclamation 
is likely to have any effect it will be at 
once published. Lord Kitchener has 
made, and is making, every effort, by 
personal action, by offers to meet the 
hostile generals, by every means in the 
power of a general or administrator te 
take, to bring before the Boers the terms 
on which he is willing to give them the 
opportunity of surrendering. And those 
who know—the right hon. Gentleman 
thought the Boers do not know—those 
who know what have been the terms in 
these proclamations, those who know 
how earnestly the Government desire, 
and the House desires, to see the Dutch 
and British races in South Africa again 
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settling down in amicable concord, will 
know that no stone will be Jeft unturned, 
as far as is possible to remove past sub- 
jects of bitterness and to secure peace 
between the two races in South Africa. 
[ can only conclude by adopting in the 
fullest sense the language of the right 
hon. Gentleman, and by saying that if 
this House will only keep before it first 
and foremost, putting aside all party 
issues, the main question of bringing 
this war to an end, we shall not only 
avoid great occasion of difference and 
recrimination in this House, but we shall 
goa long step towards securing for South 
Africa an honourable and lasting peace. 


*Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh) : 
The right hon. Gentleman has just 
stated that it is the desire of the Govern- 
ment to do everything they can to bring 
this war to an honourable and _ satistac- 
tory close, but in the early part of his 
speech he seemed to convey to us that 
the only effectual means was to conquer 
them. He told us that it was useless to 
offer to the Boer generals in the field 
terms of accommodation which would 
not be wholly acceptable to them, be- 
cause the only result of offering 25 per 
cent. of what they wished for would be 
to induce them to ask for 50 per cent. 
| hold that this is not the way in which 
the Government ought to conduct this 
vreat and momentous business. J think 
there must be a feeling in this House and 
in the country also that the time has 
come when some more effectual steps 
should be taken to bring this dreadful 
conflict to an end. On our side, at least, 
it is felt that there is doubly a reason for 
that, because many of us believe that 
you can obtain now terms which would 
he better, safer, and more conducive to 
the welfare of this country and to a 
lasting peace than you would obtain if 
vou earried this war through to the 
hitter end and crushed out every spark 
of opposition. Why do we think that ? 
It appears to some of us that the policy 
af force and of simply using the enor- 
mous power of this country to crush out 
all opposition in South Africa is in itself 
doomed to failure. However suecessful 
you may be and however complete the 
triumph which, after infinite losses and 
sacrifices, you may obtain, the result 
will be Tess than the result which vou 
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‘might obtain without those sacrifices by 
offering generous terms. We are told 
that to offer terms would be a sign of 
weakness, but what argument can be 
weaker than that / What is the supreme 
weakness of a statesman? It is the fear 
to seem weak. It requires courage to 
look the facts fairly and fully in the 
face and deal with them, not according 
to the exigencies of party—God forbid 
that any man on these benches should 
look to the interests of party in a matter 
of this kind—but in the interests of the 
permanent peace of South Africa and the 
welfare of this country. We have not 
got to deal merely with the suppression 
of the resistance of our enemy in the 
field, but how are you going to govern 
people on the other side of the globe 
unless you can do something to recon- 
cile them to your rule? How are you 
going to do it? If you are going to do 
it or try to do it why will you not at once 
make it plain to them what are the lines 
of the healing policy on which you intend 
to proceed, ' 
It is my conviction that the only means 
by which we can secure the permanent 
peace of South Africa is to offer to respect 
the natural sentiments of these people, 
their dignity and prejudices and love 
for their old customs and __ insti- 
tutions, and to give them everything 
which you can give subject only 
to this one condition, that you shall 
guard yourselves against the outbreak 
of hostilities in the future. What are 
the securities which are necessary in 
order to protect us from a fresh out- 
break of war, and in order to secure to 
us the fruits of all this expenditure of 
blood and treasure! There is now no 
practical question before the House of 
restoring to the conquered States the 
full independence which they have lost. 
[ think the right hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies con- 
fused the issue when he suggested and 
actually stated that that was the ques- 
tion which divided the parties in this 
House. He asked, “What is the issue 
if it is not a question of annexation ?” 
That is not the issue. Annexation is now 
accepted as a practical necessity, what- 
ever we may think of its justice. We 
on this side of the House realise that we 
are powerless upon this matter, and that 
is not the question upon which we are 
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at issue for the moment. The difference 
hetween us is quite other than that. It 
is not a question of the restoration of the 
inll and complete independence of these 
two States as Sovereign International 
States, but we have to consider how we 
van reconcile those States, who dearly 
loved the independence they have lost, 
to the loss of that independence. That 
is the problem which statesmen have to 
grapple with at this moment. How can 


we reconcile them unless we are prepared | 


while they are in the field, and as a con- 
lition of their surrender, to tell them 


what terms we will give them, in what | 


way existence is to be made tolerable to 


‘hem, what respect is to be shown for ' 


their sense of nationality, their love of 
their flag and of their country. I believe 
we might go a long way to meet them, 
and at least it is worth while trying. 
The right hon. Gentleman says that 
to attempt to negotiate or make an 
arrangement is simply to encourage 
the Boers to resist. A more fallacious 
argument I never heard. At any rate, 
if we believe that any terms of accom- 
modation can be made which will sate- 
gaard the interests of this country and 
at the same time will in some measure 
reconcile the conquered territories to 
their absorption in the body ot the Em- 
pire, it isour bounden duty tomake that 
effort. I believe that much could be 
done, and that even now it might be 
possible to put an end to the waste of 
lite and treasure. Obviously the great 
fear of the Boers is that they will be 
deprived practically of their independence 
and that they will be governed in a way 
they detest—by British officials from 
Downing Street. This is what happened 
to them before. This is not the first 
experience the Boers have had of British 
annexation. We annexed their country 
onee before. We then promised them 
that we would grant them full local 
self-government, but we never fulfilled 
that promise, because we had not the 
courage, even when they were a small, 
weak people, compared to what they 
are now, to say, “ We will give you local 
independence at once under the British 
tilag providing you acknowledge the 
supremacy of the Crown.” I believe 


the same thing will happen again, and 
if we begin with Crown colony govern 
Mr. C. P. Scott, 
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ment we shall go on with it. It is all 
very well to say that when these men 
become reconciled to your rule, when 
they are loyal and prepared to accept 
from their hearts British supremacy, 
then, and not till then, we will grant 
them self-government. Why should they 
become loyal to the British 2? What 
faith are they likely to put in ovr pro- 
mises if their fulfilment is postponed 
‘to «a remote and indefinite future ? 
The only plan is to take our courage 
in both hands and to say to these men, 
“We give you full control of your own 
affairs. We respect your old institu- 
tions. Keep your Volksraad, your Presi- 
dent, vour flag—subject, all of them, to 
'the supremacy of the British Crown 
and the British Government.” It jis 
no doubt a difficult course, but all courses 
are difficult. and I believe it will give 
the only chance of reconciling these 
people to British rule and of securing 
fron them, if not a willing assent, at 
least an assent to the incorporation of 
their country in the British dominions. 
I believe. myself, the best plan would 
have been to treat the conquered terri- 
tories as protected States. and to have 
left them their institutions. But if 
that be objected to—and I admit there 
are great objections to it-- another plan 
is to treat them as two of the federated 
States of South Africa. Federation has 
been the dream of the Colonial Office 
for a generation. It has been responsi- 
ble for much of the mischief that has 
been done and for many of the errors 
that have been e¢mmitted. But now. 
I believe, federation would be accepted. 
and it would be a panacea to a large 
extent for all our difficulties. If these 
States were treated as independent, and 
were added as two States possessing 
autonomy under a federal constitution. 
then the conscious allegiance of the indi- 
vidual citizen would he to his State, as it 
is in Canada and Australia—the allegiance 
ot the State would be to the Federation. 
and the Federation would be under the 
authority and supremacy of the Crown. 
In that way we should escape the greater 
part of our difficulties. We should 
escape all the friction and_ trouble 
arising from the need of a Resident and 
constant interference from Downing 
Street with the affairs of these commu- 
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nities. We should have a federal body 
to deal with, a body responsible and 
strong, with which we could deal effec- 
tively, and which we might trust to 
deal itself with disaffection or rebellion 
in any of its members. I do not believe 
that we would get disaffection, but in 
that way we would to a large extent 
escape from these difticulties. There 
are no doubt difficulties in this course, 
but there are far greater difficulties in | 
the opposite course. Suppose the Gov- 
ernment determine to offer no terms, 
but to crush out opposition and at their 
own time and in their own way to give 
some small portion of self-government 
which by degrees would be developed 
into a larger measure, what would 
happen 2? The Boers would not believe 
us, they would not trust us, and, think- 
ing that we had deprived them of their 
rights as citizens and did not mean to 
restore them. they would become dis- 
contented and rebellious. Their discon- 
tent and rebellion would again be made 
a reason for refusing to extend to them 
the self-government we had promised. 
No, I believe it is far better and safer 
to take the risks of dealing at once and 
effectively with the constitutional posi- 
tion of these States, and with the rights 
of their citizens. and that by postponing 
it we shall only lay up for ourselves an 
infinitely greater crop of troubles in 
the future. 


eluswer to 
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*Mr. LAW (Glasgow, Blackfriars) : The 
speech of the hon. Gentleman who has 
just sat down has been answered already 
many times in this House, and never 
more effectively than by the right hon. 
Member for East Fife. The speech 
delivered last night by the hon. Member 
jor Carnarvon Boroughs was. from his 
own point of view, a very able one, and 
it | am not presumptuous in saying so 
I cun pay it the compliment of saying 
that if it were properly printed, with 
w sufficient number of head-lines, it would 
he a most effective conciliation —pam- 
phlet like those with which hon. Mem- 
hers of this House are so generously 
supplying the public. What struck me, 


from a debating point of view, was the 
pecuhar ability and the remarkable 
success of the way the hon. Member 
his baits for the applause of the 


laid 
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Gentlemen around him. The first of 
these baits rather surprised me. It 
was a reference to the Colonial Secre- 
tary’s expression of opinion as to the 
personal honour of Mr. Rhodes. The 
applause which that remark excited was 
not due to its novelty ; but it seems to me 
that, as regards the Colonial Secretary, 
there is no statute of limitations, that 
the oftener a charge is made against 
him, and the less there is in it, the 
more certain it is of being applauded 
by a certain section of the House. But 
did the hon. Gentleman not perceive that 
in attacking the Colonial Secretary he 
was attacking the former leader of his 
own party? In 1896 the right hon. the 
Member for West Monmouth used these 
words— 


“Knowing Mr. Rhodes as [ do, I am cer- 
tain that he may have been actuated by what 
the poet calls ‘the last infirmity of noble 
minds,’ but that he has not been actuated by 
any mean or sordid motives, or greed of gain.’, 


These words seem to me to resemble 
very closely those employed by the right 
hon. the Colonial Secretary. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE = (Carnarvon 
Boroughs): That was before the In- 
quiry. 


*Mr. LAW: I expected the interrup- 
tion; but these words referred to the 
supposed complicity of Mr. Rhodes in 
the raid. | These speeches, it seems to 
me, were creditable to both the states- 
men who made them, although | 
daresay the hon. Member for Car- 
narvon cannot understand the motives 
which induced them to make them. 
It is easy to hit a man when he is 
down, but that is a form of warfare 


which does not commend _ itself 
to either of the statesmen I have 
mentioned. Another reference of the 


hon. Gentleman was to the quotation 


from the Prime Minister He said 
that because we demanded the un- 
conditional surrender of the Boer 


Gov rnments there would be masters, 
and therefore the Boers must be servants. 
But no one knows better than the hon. 
Gentleman that the moment the war is 
over and the last shot fired, the Boer 
race will be under exactly the same laws 
as the men of British extraction : and 
what is good enough for our own people 
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is surely good enough for the Boers. 
But what shall we say of the charge 
made by the hon. Gentleman against 
the distinguished General now in the 
field? It seems to me that the last 
person whom a fair-minded man would 
attack is one who is absent, who cannot 
speak for himself. who is serving his 
country in the field. and who, after all, 
is risking his life in her service, while the 
hon. Member is risking nothing, not even 
his reputation. But it is such a man 
whom the hon. Member has chosen for 
an attack, and whom he attacked so 
brutally last night, and who, for all the 
hon. Gentleman knows or at = all 
events for all that he has told this 
House, was merely executing literally 
the orders of his superior officer. The 
hon. Member said that we had _ exas- 
perated the Boers. That is perfectly 
true, but he seemed to be under the 
impression that it would be our duty 
to make war in a_ peaceful manner! 
Whenever he could win trom these 
benches a sign that we do not like what 
is going on in South Africa, he seemed 
to think that he was scoring against 
the Government. Of course we don't 
like it ; the soldiers do not like it ; and. 
above all, Lord Roberts does not like 
it. We don’t like war. we don't like 
the horrors of war, but we are 
responsible for them only if the war 
is an unjust war, and that is a 
responsibility which this Government 
and country can bear with a clear 
conscience. If the hon. Member had 
proved that in this war we had done 
anything contrary to the laws of war 
there might have been something in the 
charges he has made which would have 
affected the Government and done dis- 
credit to the country. But he has not 
proved that, and no one could. What 
are the laws of war?) The laws of war 
are the usages of war, and the usages 
of war are the history of what has 
done in modern times by 

under circumstances similar 
to those in which we are placed 
to-day. Reference has been made 
more than once to the analogy of the 
American Civil War. I venture to say 
that if our generals had chosen to adopt 
the measures adopted by American 
generals in that war, the war in South 
Africa would have been ended long ago. 


been 
nations 


Mr, Law, 
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Hon. Gentlemen know one quotation so 
well that it is hardly necessary to repeat 
it. They know the phrase used by 
General Sheridan in a letter to General 
Grant describing the devastation caused 
in the Shenandoah Valley, because it 
was quoted in one of the Conciliation 
pamphlets. In that letter General 
Sheridan said he had devastated the 
valley so effectually that “ if a crow were 
to fly over the district it would require 
to bring its own rations with it.” I will 
read you another proof of what I say, 
which is perhaps not so well known— 
the general order issued by General 
Sherman before proceeding on his mareh 
through the South, which ended the 
Rebellion. He gave these instruetions— 


“To army corps commanders is entrusted 
the power to destroy mills, houses, cotton gins, 
ete., and for them this general principle is laid 
down. In districts and neighbourhoods where 
the army is unmolested no destruction of sueh 
property would be permitted; but should 
guerillas or bushwhackers molest our march, 
or should the inhabitants burn bridges, obstruct 
1oads, or otherwise manifest local hostility, 
then army corps commanders should order and 
eoforce a devastation more’ or less relentless 
according to the measure of such hostility.” 


That order was most literally and most 
accurately fulfilled. The hon. Gentleman 
had again brought the God of Battles 
into the debate. He told the House 
that because the war had been more 
difficult than we had expected. there- 
fore the God of Battles apparently was 
not on our side. That is a curious and 
dangerous argument, and I do not agree 
with the hon. Gentleman. I agree 
rather with Sir Wilfrid Laurier when 
he said that the very fact that the war 
has proved so difficult, and that our 
enemies were so ready for it, while we 
were not, jjroved that the war was not 
our war, but that it was the war of 
those who were ready for it, and expected 
to beat us in it. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS 
shire, Eifion): I do not wish to go over 
in any detail the subject of farm-burning, 
but I desire to deal shortly with a refer- 
ence of the right hon. the Member for 
East Fife to the speech of the hon. Mem- 
ber for Carnarvon on that point. The 
right hon. Gentleman seemed to think or 


(Carnarvon- 
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state that he did not concur with the 
eloquent and able speech of my hon. 
friend; but immediately after making 
that statement he proceeded to show that 
he did concur distinctly, and in every 
respect, with it. The right hon. Mem- 
ber for East Fife said that my hon. 
friend complained against the manner 
in which the policy of farm-burning had 
been carried out. My hon. friend made 
no such statement. On the contrary, 
he said that the soldiers who had been 
employed to carry out that policy loathed 
it, and if they loathed it the inference 
was left that they carried it out to the 
slightest extent consistent with obeying 
orders. What my hon. friend com- 
plained of was the inhuman and _bar- 
barous policy forced upon the soldiers, 
so that if the right hon. Gentleman had 
not misunderstood my hon. friend’s 
speech he might have agreed with it 
completely. My hon. friend quoted 
instance after instance in which the 
soldiers were annoyed and ashamed of 
what they had to do; and he quoted 
especially a Welsh Member who has been 
fighting at the front and who was the 
first and loudest to raise his voice from 
the other side of the House in denuncia- 
tion of the -barbarous and inhuman 
policy, ordered probably from home, and 
certainly proclaimed by Lord Roberts and 
Lord Kitchener. The hon. Member who 
had just spoken seemed to imply that even 
Lord Roberts disapproved of the policy, 
or, at any rate, had a strong distaste for 
it. I am inclined to think that that is 
the case; but, if so, Lord Roberts has 
shown himself a very weak man. It 
was obvious to everyone who had closely 
followed the news which came from 
South Africa that an attempt was made 
to foree Lord Roberts’s hands in that 
respect. We were told that references 
were coming over from the press in 
South Africa urging this policy upon the 
military authorities, and, in fact, covertly 
and openly denouncing Lord Roberts for 
his leniency. And Lord Roberts was 
weak enough to give way. Pretty 
nearly every mistake that we have made 
in connection with this lamentable war 
in South Africa has been due to follow- 
ing the advice given us by the English 
colonial gang there. 
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Even this disas- | guided by the opinion of their friends in 


532 


futile and injurious to our own interests, 
was inaugurated solely and _ pressed 
upon us and forced upon us by the 
Uitlanders, who have deluded us all so 
long, and for whom we have been 
fighting. 

The right hon. the Secretary for War 
had made a very powerful and impas- 
sioned appeal to hon. Members on this 
side of the House to refrain from ex- 
pressing their views because of the 
injury which it caused in South Africa. 
That appeal had been made before the 
war commenced, and I can say that it 
has been fruitful in mischief. In my 
belief it was that appeal which brought 
about the war. From an_ expression 
dropped on the other side of the House 
it seemed to be believed even there that 
there was really not so much force in the 
complaint of the Secretary for War. 
That complaint was made on the radical 
delusion, fostered by the war party from 
the very first, that the Boers do not 
know their own business, that they are 
incapable of judging for themselves, 
that they are not sensible or even intelli- 
gent men, but a set of little children 
who can be led hither and thither by the 
opinion of other people who know less 
of the circumstances of the case than 
they do themselves. It has been that 
nonsense that has led us to carry on our 
whole policy, under the belief that bluff 
would succeed with the Boers. Bluff 
succeeds with children, and very often 
has succeeded with the Front Opposition 
Bench ; but it has never succeeded with 
the Boers. They understand their own 
business as well as anybody, and always 
have been and will be guided by their 
own judgment, and it is not to be sup- 
posed for a moment that they would be 
influenced in the slightest degree by 
anything said in this House. In facet, 
the Colonial Secretary admitted as much 
in the remarks he made last night ; 
while the hon. Member for Oldham 
expressly dissociated himself from the 
statements of the Secretary for War. He 
based his argument upon the practice of 
the most eminent Parliamentarians in 
When these denounced an 
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make in judging of other nations and 
peoples is in not believing that others 
are actuated by the same feelings of 
patriotism as themselves, and that they 
are not able to judge what is good for 
them as well as we. Would England be 
affected in a matter of this kind in the 
slightest if she was in a similar position 
to that of the Boers? Supposing that 
this country was invaded by France, 
and that the French were unanimous as 
to the invasion, and that they were as 
much stronger than we as we are than 
the Boers, and that we had been driven 
up north as far as Carlisle, and we were 
asked to shape our policy in accordance 
with the opinions of a few gentlemen in 
the French Chamber of Deputies, who 
had still some regard to justice. Should 
we be so foolish as not to defend our- 
selves to the utmost upon the reliance 
that the views of truth and justice raised 
by those gentlemen in France might 
finally prevail? No, Sir, we should not 
allow that to influence us in the slightest 
degree, and it is not to be supposed that 
the Boers would in this case. 

There is this injustice, of which we are 
entitled to complain. Whatever we do, 
hit high or hit low, we are to be blamed. 
The Colonial Secretary on a previous 
oceasion denounced us because we did 
not express our views. On the 11th of 
May last, in Birmingham, he expressly 
said the question was whether the war 
was just, righteous, and inevitable, and 
later on he could not refrain from ex- 
pressing his contempt for the men who, 
though they believed the war was un- 
righteous and unjust, had not the courage 
to express their views. The same argu- 
ment was urged by the First Lord of the 
Treasury. Therefore, we who_ believe 
from the depths of our hearts that this 
war is unrighteous are denounced as con- 
temptible if we do not express our views, 
and if we do we are accused of a want of 
patriotism. Possibly, if the universal 
opinion in England and throughout the 
world was that the war was just on the 
part of England and unjust on the part 
of the Boers, the opinions we hold might 
have had some effect ; but the opinion 
is the other way. The opinion of inde- 


pendent people on the Continent is dead 

against us, a great part of the country is 

dead against the war, and the opinion in 

America is practically unanimous against 
Mr. Bryn Roberts. 
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it, and on that account I for one shall 
never refrain from expressing my opinion, 
in the endeavour to save this country 
from the evil and disastrous course it js 
pursuing in this war. We were silent in 
the autumn of 1899 in order to give the 
policy of bluff a chance of succeeding, 
which in the case of the Boers it never 
has. We remained silent because it was 
said any protest on our part would 
strengthen the hands of the Boers, but 
my belief is that if two or three hon. 
Members and right hon. Members who 
sit on the Front Opposition Bench—the 
right hon. Member for East Wolver- 
hampton and the hon. Baronet the Mem- 
ber for Berwick, and others—had sat on 
the other side of the House it would have 
been better for the Opposition. We have 
had to fight them from the first, and | 
trace the war to a great extent to the 
paralysing influence of those Gentlemen’s 
silence in opposition. 

Now what is the present condition of 
affairs? It is such as nobody ever dreamt 
of. No one ever dreamt for a moment that 
we should be in the deplorable position in 
which we now find ourselves. Every 
object for which we embarked in this war 
could, after the capture of Bloeinfontein 
and Pretoria, have been secured. All 
the Boers wished for then was to concede 
what we asked, and that was intimated 
by the two Presidents to Lord Salisbury. 
All they wished to maintain was their 
independence in the country, and that 
we did not desire to take away when we 
went to war. The Colonial Secretary 
stated what was incorrect when he said 
that from the moment the invasion of 
Natal took place by the Boer troops the 
policy of the Government was changed, 
and became a policy of exterminating the 
Boer States, and that the policy of not 
leaving a shred of independence to these 
people was adopted from that moment. 
I suppose the reason he made that mis- 
take was because he does not read all 
Lord Salisbury’s speeches. If he had 
read those speeches he would have found 
that a month after the invasion of the 
Transvaal Lord Salisbury said at the 
Mansion House: “ We seek no goldfields 
and we seek no territory.” My point is. 
that we could have attained all our 
objects if we had been content with 
those objects for which we went to war ; 
but after we succeeded in capturing 
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Bloemfontein and Pretoria we thought 
the rest would be a walk-over, and we 
declined to listen toany terms. Ifthe hon. 
and right hon. Gentlemen who guide our 
destiny knew then what they know now 
they would not have thrown away that 
opportunity. A declaration has been 
made that “not a shred of indepen- 
dence ” is to be allowed to remain, and I 
have no doubt that every effort will be 
made to maintain that declaration, but it 
would be as well to remember that Lord 
North and his king George IIL, in the 
last century, made just as strong a 
declaration, and had just as high 
stomachs, but they had to withdraw and 
give way. The force of circumstances 
compelled them to do so, and it is not 
beyond the bounds of possibility that 
this Government may have to seek some 
other solution. I believe, unless some 
terms are made, that South Africa will 
be lost to England, and it is only by 


making terms it can be retained. Hon. 
Gentlemen have said that in South 


Africa we shall have a second Ireland on 
our hands if we annex the Transvaal. 
It is not suggested that if we restore the 
independence of these States, Cape Colony 
will be a second Ireland. I believe 
that if we gave them independence 
in internal affairs they would give up 
al claim to direct foreign affairs ; and if 
they were independent in internal affairs 
it would reconcile all the Dutch, loyal 
and disloyal. 

»We have been accused of disloyalty — 
[am quite as loyal as any man who prates 
patriotism and jingoism, who maintains 
that the best interests of the country are 
to be sacrificed and thousands of lives are 
to be lost in the future as there has been 
in the past to save the faces of the right 
hon. Gentlemen on the Government 
benches, and the politics of the Conser- 
vative party. We have been denounced 
by our friends and even by our constituents, 
and called pro-Boers. I have been called 
a pro-Boer in my own county, but I did 
not quail. I did not let that cow me. I 
explained my views and denounced an- 
nexation at every meeting which | 
attended, and the result was that I was 
returned unopposed, although the Con- 
servatives did everything in their power 
to obtain a candidate to contest the seat. 
Other hon. Gentlemen have been returned 


unopposed —-the right hon. Gentleman | 
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'the Member for East Wolverhampton was 

returned unopposed, and others—but only 
by the goodwill of the Conservatives. 
They were returned unopposed because 
they made friends with the enemy. I 
was returned unopposed because my 
enemies did not dare to face me. We 
_have suffered a good deal for our opinions, 
but we stick to those opinions, because we 
believe the best interests of our country 
depend upon those opinions being expressed 
and adopted by the country. We are 
ready to sacrifice ourselves to save the 
country. Hon. Gentlemen opposite, on 
the other hand, have been ready to sacri- 
fice the country to save themselves. Hon. 
Gentlemen who have made this war have 
made a name for themselves in history, 
but a name only similar to that of the 
Duke of Alva. In thirty or forty years 
all England will be eager to dissociate 
itself from the responsibility of the war. 
There is no war in the history of our 
country which will be at the same time so 
famous and so infamous as this ; the fame 
will rest with the Boers, the infamy with 
us. The war has made a great general, 
but he is not English—his name is De 
Wet. Look at the ignominy of this 
war. The white population of the Boer 
Republics is half a million, the popula- 
tion of the country which attacked them 
50,000,000. If there was a country 
opposed to us as superior to us in num- 
bers as we are superior to the Boers, it 
would have to have a population seven 
times as large as that of the entire world. 
These people have resisted an army in 
proportion to theirs of twenty to one 
for twelve months. If we had been able 
to do a like thing we should be entitled 
to look upon ourselves as heroes, and so 
they will be reckoned in history. I do 
not care what the consequences may be 
to me for the course I have taken in this 
matter. I have conscientiously dis- 
charged what I believe to be my duty, 
and I believe if everybody else in this 
House had done the same there would 
have been no war. 


*Lorp ALWYNE COMPTON (Bed- 
fordshire, Biggleswade) : Although I also 
| had the honour of being returned unop- 
_posed, I do not feel equal to the task of 
' following the hon. Member who has just 
| sat’down in those flights of rhetoric in 
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which he has indulged. 
consideration of this question from he 
point of view of one who has spent fen 
months in the country and travelled 
over a great portion of it, and therefore 
I should like to ask the indulgence of the 
House while I say a word upon the sub- 
ject of South Africa. 

I have listened with great attention 
to the criticisms that have been made 
in the course of this debate, but what 
seems to stand out very strongly is the 
criticism as to the prolongation of the 
war, and the policy which has guided our 
Government. In the question of the 
whole operations of the war the Govern- 
ment has been taken severely to task 
because at some particular moment when 
I was in South Africa there seemed to 
be an idea that the war was likely to come 
to a termination. Personally, I may 
say that does not seem to me to be very 
unreasonable. May I ask the House to 
look back for a moment to what the 
circumstances were when the Army 
under Sir Redvers Buller drove back 
the Boers and took possession of the 
railway from Pretoria to Komati Port. 
Mr. Kruger had gone out of the country 
with £2,000,000, we had beaten the 
army over and over again, we had taken 
prisoner their best general and some 
17,000 men, we had taken possession of 
their chief cities, and occupied their 
railways, and cut off their supplies. Was 
it unreasonable to suppose that on the 
Boers, a brave and intelligent foe, the 
dictates of common sense and humanity 
would prevail, and that they woud 
realise the position, that they would see 
that they were beaten, and would sue for 
peace? But in considering this matter, 
it seems to me that what is wanted is a 
knowledge of the Boer character. 

What is the Boer character? Take a 
community of Dutch such as those who 
settled at the Cape in 1652, add to them 
a sprinkling of broken and desperate 


men whom the Dutch East India 
Company enlisted in their service, 
and mix with them a strain of the 


inflexible French Huguenot, such as 
settled there later, and the product 
must be a hardy, rugged, 
unconquerable race. Give the Boers a 


country which is peculiarly adapted to | 


the tactics of marksmen and riders, and 


Lord Alwyne Compton. 
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you have the most formidable and re- 
markable foes which any people could en- 
counter. You have in the modern Boer 
the most formidable enemy that has 
ever crossed the path of Great Britain. 
We have altogether misunderstood the 
character of the Boer for three-quarters 
of a century, just as they have misunder- 
stood us, and it is not likely that we 
should understand them now. So far 
as I am concerned, I do not blame the 
Government for forming a wrong judg- 
ment with regard to the early termina- 
tion of the war, but at the same time, 
while I exonerate the Government, I am 
not prepared to exonerate a great depart- 
ment of the State—the War Office—for 
relaxing the efforts which they should 
have continued unceasingly up to the 
present time. It is, of course, delicate 
ground to touch upon. I do not know 
what the relations are between the 
Defence Committee of the Cabinet and 
the Secretary of State for War, but at 
least | am quite sure of this,4 whatever 
miscaleulations they may have made 
with respect to the war, and the time 
when it will be terminated, they never 
told him to relax his efforts in keeping 
up the supply of equipment, stores, and 
food, and, above all, of trained mounted 
men for South Africa. If that was not 
said to him then, how was it that on my 
return from South Africa, the other 
day, I saw it announced in the news- 
papers that there was a fresh call to 
arms, which was practically going to the 
country for untrained men and offering 
them 5s. per day? According to my 
conviction, these preparations ought to 
have been made earlier, and the army 
in South Africa should have been 
reinforced by men who had been in 
training. There will be another oppor- 
tunity for discussing these matters, but 
I should like to make a point of this par- 
ticularly, because I had an opportunity, 
which I was glad to have, of equipping 
and training a body of men myself. 

make a point of this because, as I have 
said, I found on my arrival here that a 
miscalculation had been made, apparently, 
‘inasmuch as no efforts whatever had 
been made for keeping up the supplies. 
The next point I wish to make is as to the 
criticism that has been passed on the 
policy which has guided His Majesty's 
Government in our efforts at subjuga- 
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tion. Again I say that to a certain ex- 
tent there was a miscalculation of the 
Boer character. 

For myself I would say that I have 
had the honour of the friendship of 
Lord Roberts for about twenty years. 
I do not suppose that the whole world 
contains such a humane man as Lord 
Roberts. While he is a man of wide 
sympathies, no one is more capable 
of exercising an iron will should the 
necessity arise. The Boers never gave 
Lord Roberts a chance. I have heard 
in South Africa and also in this country 
a great deal about the use that was 
sometimes made of the white flag, and 
[ think it is quite possible that some of 
these incidents may have been exag- 
gerated, but I do know that time after 
time when the Boers thought they were 
in a tight place the white flag was raised, 
and when the English soldier, with the 
simplicity and confidence characteristic 
of his nature, appeared, the inevitable 
volley ensued. That occurred over and 
over again. With regard to the policy 
of farm-burning, | have from the first 
regretted it more than I can tell, but 
such a measure was in my opinion 
necessary. A long line of communica- 
tion, which is obviously the life blood of 
an army, had to be maintained, and 
Ican state from my own personal observa- 
tion, and also upon the authority of 
letters which I have received from 
my own friends, that in every instance 
in which farm-burning took place it was 
only under exceptional circumstances, 
and only after the officer in command 
had thoroughly assured himself that a 
ease of treachery had occurred. We 
heard last night some of the fiction 
which has been current in regard to the 
action of our troops in South Africa. 
There is another side to the picture 
which perhaps the hon. Member for 
the Eifion Division of Carnarvon has not 
seen. There was the case of the white flag 
appearing over a farm and an English 
soldier going to the farm to get a drink 
of water and being received with a volley. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: Did] the hon. 
Member see such a picture himself, or | 
is he repeating rumours ? 


*Lorp ALWYNE COMPTON: There is 
another point I should like to refer 
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to, very shortly, and that is the reckless- 
‘ness of the language which has been 
employed in this country during the 
whole course of the war. It is language 
which ought not to have been used. 
I will give credit to hon. Members who 
sit opposite for honestly believing that 
what they say here does not matter, 
but that is an utter fallacy. The Leader 
ot the Opposition at the commencement 
of the session said in the speech he made 
that it was quite possible the Boers 
did not know of the House of Commons 
itself, and possibly had never heard 
of the Colonial Secretary. Let me relate 
my own experience. When I was in 
Johannesburg, Sir Alfred Milner made 
me chairman of a committee to inquire 
into looting which was alleged to have 
taken place. I came in contact with 
burghers who had been fighting against 
us—lawyers and others who had been 
in the Transvaal Government. I con- 
versed with them on various topics. 
They told me that everything that 
had been said for the last twenty years 
in this country had been faithfully 
represented in South Africa. They said— 

“The Boers can perfectly well understand 
that under your form of government there is 
an Opposition whose duty it is to criticise. 
We know that one party takes a different view 
from the other. We have seen that during 
the last twenty-five or thirty years. We have 
seen vacillation in this country. We have 
seen the party in power acquire territory, and 
we have seen another party hurriedly abandon 
the same territory without the slightest con- 
sideration for the loyal people whose interests 
were affected. All that we can understand. 
We have seen it, and we know what it is, but 
what we do not understand is that in time of 
war there can be any dissentient voice in the 
whole of your country.” 


They stated {with respect to themselves 
that at least when they were at war 
all other considerations were put on one 
side and they faced the foe as one man. 
There are two aspects of this question 
which have presented themselves to 
my mind. One is the problem as to 
the settlement of South Africa, and the 
second is the expansion of our military 
forces for the defence of the Empire. 
In regard to the first of these questions 
I do not think it is desirable for me to 
say anything on this occasion except 
that, as the result of my observation 
and judgment, the very best effect with 
the view to the fusion of the two races 
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will come from the colonisation of the 
Orange River Colony and the Transvaal, 
From that point of view I am bound to 
say that in my judgment there are large 
tracts of country which hold out the 
most promising prospect for the agri- 
eulturist. I shall state what in my 
opinion would be the best course to pur- 
sue. I believe that as soon as subjuga- 
tion has taken place, or if possible before, 
if the Government were wise they would 
adopt some definite form of state colo- 
nisation. Farms should be acquired 
by purchase, and I would suggest that 
our colonists should be allowed to settle 
on them. I would suggest also that 
the farms should be stocked and our 
colonists placed on them. In the course 
of this debate I have heard some doubt 
cast upon the question as to whether 
any of our people would be inclined 
to remain there as colonists. My own 
experience in South Africa has convinced 
me that many of the men now on service 
in the country would remain there in 
fairly large numbers. When I came 
away my own force was broken} up, 
and of the eighty men left in the country 
sixty announced their intention to re- 
main in the Colony. 

As to the problem of the expansion 
of our military forces in order to provide 
for the defence of the Empire, I shall 
have an opportunity of discussing it 
on the Army Estimates, but I should 
like just briefly to say that if anything 
is proved as the result of this war it is 
that Army critics like the hon. Member 
for West Belfast, who is now a member 
of the Government, the right hon. Gen- 
tleman the Member for Forest of Dean, 
and others, including myself, have been 
absolutely right in our criticisms as to 
the organisation of the War Office, 
and that the defenders of the old and 
bad system were wrong. We have said 
in the past over and over again that no 
plan of operations for the defence of the 
Empire had really been carefully thought 
out and decided upon, and we also said 
that when the military organisation of 
this country was put to the test of war 
it would be found inadequate. The 
Government will say, “ Look at what | 
has been done—250,000 men _ have 
been taken over 6,000 miles of sea, and 
stores, equipment and supplies have | 
been kept upall the time.” Iam the 


Lord Alwyne Compton. 


{COMMONS} 


first to give credit where credit is due, 
and so far as I am concerned no words 
I can utter can convey my appreciation 
of what has taken place in South Africa— 
the valour, endurance, and intrepidity 
of our troops, Regulars and Volunteers, 
and particularly the Yeomanry, but 
having said that I ask: Is that enough ? 
Is it right that we should depend on all 
that in the future? Great armies 
are not built up in a day. It is only 
done by laborious years of steady scien- 
tific work. If the lessons of this war 
are taken, the problem of Army reform 
will be the more easily solved. 


Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton): I wish to 
take the House back to the question of 
China. Although great anxiety is felt 
in connection with the South African 
War, I would remind the House that 
we may sometimes lose the true sense 
of political perspective. We must recollect 
that the problems in China are much 
more difficult and complicated, and 
fraught with issues of much more im- 
portance than those in South Africa. 
We are face to face in South Africa 
with only a small population, and we have 
a problem to solve which we are certain 
to solve; but in connection with the 
question of China we are in touch with 
the oldest and largest civilisation in the 
world, and we are acting in union with 
others whose objects we cannot always 
fully understand. We are extremely 
nervous in Lancashire as to what will 
come of the conduct of the Govern- 
ment in this matter. We are extremely 
anxious that they should take a wise, 
firm, and right line. One doubt we 


! . . “so . 
have in our minds, if | am not speaking 


disrespectfully of the Government, is 
this: the general feeling is that we are 
drifting, and waiting on events without 
aclear policy. Another fear that we have 
is that the Government may have allowed 
itself to be dragged into a line of action 
distinctly unwise as regards our own 
interests. I refer to the position in 
this matter of the German Emperor. 
I think the Emperor remembers the 
motto of his famous Chancellor, Do ut des. 
We ought to consider that the interests 
in China of others are not necessarily 
the interests of this country. I would 
ask the Government to consider in re- 
gard to this question what they mean 
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to do in China. You have a great car- 
ease there and you have the European 
eagles gathered together. Do the Gov- 
ernment mean to keep up the present 
Government, or do they mean to sub- 
stitute another ? So far as | can judge 
their policy is to maintain the present 
Government. If that be their policy, 
[ask them to consider the danger of doing 
anything to weaken that Government. 
We must be guided by something more 
than that. This country will make 
a great mistake and will greatly jeopar- 
dise her interests in China if they allow 
themselves to be dragged by any desire, 
even of giving just government, into 
any step that will weaken the govern- 
ment of China. 

The noble Lord who spoke on the 
question the other night said that we 
were the wronged. Is that quite true?! 
Let us look at the thing from the point 
of view of the Chinaman as well as from 
our own point of view. We have taken 
piece after piece of his territory. Another 
is encamped in his back yard and another 
in the garden. He has heard these 
men talking together as to how they 
shall arrange for the disposal of the 
rest of his property. Is it not a reason- 
able thing that people with national 
spirit should feel indignant and angry 
at this process? It is natural that they 
should resent this treatment. We have 
divided up the Empire into spheres of 
influence, and have not hesitated to 
talk of it in the most open way. Allow- 
unce must therefore be made for the 
natural irritation of the Chinese, and 
we must not let our indignation at any- 
thing they have done carry us beyond 
the lines of reasonable policy and due 
consideration for our own material 
interest. 

The other question to which I wished 
to refer was in regard to the policy to 
he adopted for bringing the Boer War 
to an end. Everybody in the House 
practically agrees with the Minister for 
War that the question now before us is 
not one of recrimination about the war, 
or of explanations of the philosophy of 
the war, or of discussion as to whether 
it was right or wrong to begin the war ; 
but it is how, in the name of Heaven, 
can we bring it to an end at the earliest 
possible moment. During the last ses- 


sion I was fortunate enough to obtain. 
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/a promise from the Colonial Secretary 
that in any proclamation stating the 
terms of peace it should also be clearly 
stated that as soon as possible there 
would be granted to these territories 
the same system of self-government, or 
one similar to that which prevails in the 
other South African colonies. I am 
extremely sorry to hear that such a 
proclamation has not been issued, and 
the absence of such a proclamation may 
have done much to continue the war. 
It may seem a bold step, but I would 
ask the Government to consider whether, 
when such a proclamation is issued, in 
addition to stating that a condition of 
self-government will be given to the 
colonies, a definite time could not be 
named when that condition of self- 
government will be given, unless proper 
reason can be shown to the contrary. 
The First Lord of the Treasury has dis- 
‘cussed this matter as if there were only 
two courses. He twitted the Leader 
of the Opposition with being in favour 
of granting self-government immediately 


the war was over. That, of course, 
was a mistake. But the right hon. 


Gentleman seemed to think that the 
only other course was a vague promise 
of self-government at some time or other. 
If the Government adopt my suggestion 
it will put upon them the onus of giving 
a reason for not giving self-government. 
We are very suspicious of getting a 
system of self-government crystallised 
in these colonies. It has been stated 
again and again that the military system 
of government is a bad system, and that 
there must be some system of civil govern- 
ment intervening between the cessation 
of military rule and the beginning of 
self-government. But if you allow a 
form of civil government to settle itself 
in a territory of this kind it will be ex- 
tremely difficult to disturb or displace, 
and I would rather have an inefficient 
military government for a time than 
a more efficient civil government per- 
petuated for a longer period. Another 
ground upon which I press the wisdom 
of this step is the remark made by the 
Prime Minister on this question when 
he said that “it may be years, it may 
be generations” before self-government 
is granted. To dangle before nations 
a promise of self-government as an in- 
ducement to submit, and to add that 
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it may be generations before that pro- 
mise is fulfilled, is simply to play the 
fool with anything like business matter. 
Therefore, I am quite certain it would be 
a wise thing for the Government to 
take upon themselves the onus of having 
to give a reason at the end of a stated 
period for not giving self-government. 
There are two reasons why I press 
this course. In the first place, it is 
said that it is no use granting self-govern- 
ment to the people until they are fit for 
it. But people do not become fit for 
things except by using them. History 
teaches again and again that the gift 
of self-government to one community 
after another has been successful, though 
the promise was not great, because once 
you put responsibilities upon people you 
bring out the virtues which are neces- 
sary for the proper discharge of those 
responsibilities. I am greatly afraid 
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—for they, too, do not believe in us— 
that we are honest when we say, “We 
want no gold; we want no territory,” 
and bind ourselves to grant to these 
people at a certain date, unless good 
|reasons can be given to the contrary, 
| those principles of self-government which 
/we have extended to our other South 
African colonies. I believe that we, 
}as Englishmen, are honest in our desire 
| to give this self-government, and I urge 
|that the strongest pledges should be 
given that we will carry that desire into 
| execution. 

| Finally, I would say that in bringing 
|about a peace we have to consider not 
| merely the time when the sword will be 
sheathed and the guns cease to be fired 
_—that will be only the beginning of the 
| task—but we have to look forward to the 
\time when there will be a strong and 
| united fellowship of good feeling between 


that in years to come, when others are|the citizens of these lands. How are 
in our places, this gift may be delayed! you going to bring it about! One 
by the plea that the people are not fit | element of power in the hands of the 
for it; and therefore I ask that we|(Government is the element of hope. 
should commit ourselves to some definite | | beg of them to consider what they may 
promise. My second reason is, that | do by giving hope to these people—not 
those of us who read Continental papers | by telling them merely that we will give 
know quite well that our attitude in! them self-government in some vague, 
this matter is not believed in the world} far-off, uncertain time, but by saying 
to be honest. I do not believe that we | that at a certain time, unless we can give 
should live for the good of the people | sood reasons to the contrary, we will 
hon page or that we oe aig |giveit. You will then put into the hearts 
eee See B008 Con of anyoody, sO | of these people the hope that, within their 
long as we are doing what is right; but | own lives and the lives of their children, 
at the same time I do believe that when | they may become free citizens of a great 
we find a consensus of judgment against Empire, and united to forward its in- 
us it should make us consider whether 


: | terests. 
we have done everything we ought, 
and whether we are really as honest as | 


: Attention called to the fact that forty 
we claim to be. 


I am one of the last|\fembers were not present. House 
to desire to run down my countrymen, | e9;nted, and forty Members being found 
but I am inclined to think there is a present— 


great deal of Pharisaism and hypocrisy 
about us. Looking back over history 
I find that whenever there has been a 
squabble in the world Great Britain, 
when she has entered into it, has done 
so with professions of the highest prin- 
ciple, and has emerged from it carrying 
away the best portion of the swag. This | 


*Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, W.) 

—Mop Cipeannsé O AIT 50  Labaprap 
Ssevilse, feap O naipiun so bruil tceanga 
aici 45up 6T4 FOF 45 Veunsd Cum faorpire 
v'Ppagail, 





*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 


matter involves taking upon ourselves | hon. Member is proposing to address 
some material burdens, and greatly | the House in a language with which I 
increasing the difficulties of our political | am not familiar, but which I presume is 
life, and it would be wise for us to make | Irish, and he will not be in order in 
it clear, not merely to the French and | doing so. It is an unknown practice in 
German, but also to the American world | this House, and I must ask the hon- 


Mr. Harwood. 
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Member to address the House in English. 


*Mr THOMAS O’DONNELL—naé rior. 
Xoevils5e mo teanga—teanga mo finreasr, 
teans54, mo Tirle, 


Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
is disregarding my ruling, and I cannot 
allow him to address the House in any 
other language but English. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford 
City): Upon a point of order, Mr. 
Speaker, I wish to ask if there is any 
rule, written or unwritten, to prevent 
an hon. Member speaking in the lan- 
guage which is most familiar to him. 
Of course, one cannot argue this question 
from the experience of other legislative 
assemblies, but I may be allowed to point 
out that in my own experience I have 
heard in one of the legislatures of the 
Empire—that of New Zealand—Maori 
members speaking in their own lan- 
guage, although the language used by 
the general body of the members was the 
English tongue. I would respectfully 
ask you whether there is any precedent 
recorded in the journals, or other authori- 
ties of the House, which makes it in- 
competent for an hon. Member elected 
by a constituency to address the House 
in the language most familiar to him, 
and which is the language used by the 
majority of his constituents. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: There is no precedent 

one way or the other so far as I know; 
but during the 600 years Parliament 
has been in existence, there is no re- 
cord of any hon. Member having 
attempted to address the House in any 
other language but English. 


Mr. LEAMY (Kildare, N.): Upon a 
point of order, I should like to ask if it 
is not a fact that when the Irish Chief- 
tains came over to England representing 
the Irish Parliament—which was being 





+ Mr. O’Donnell gives the following transla- 
tion of the two sentences spoken by him in 
Irish : “ Mr. Speaker, as an Irishman from an 
Irish-speaking constituency, a member of a 
nation which still possesses a language of its 
own, and is still striving bravely for freedom.” 
At this point the Speaker interposed, after 
which the hon. Member resumed: “Is_ it 


not true that Irish is my native language, | 
the language of my ancestors, the language | 


of my country ?” 
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absorbed by this Parliament at the time 
of the Union—they were allowed to 
speak in the Irish language, although 
the English representatives spoke the 
English tongue. If that is so, why 
should an Irishman not be allowed now 
to talk in his own language. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I must remind the 
hon. Member that Irish Members have 
now set continuously in this House for 
100 years, and they have never before 
thought it to be a grievance to be pre- 
vented from speaking any other lan- 
guage but English. I have no doubt 
that the hon. Member for West Kerry, 
with the usual eloquence of his country- 
men, will be able to address the House 
in English if he pleases, quite as well as 
in Irish. A claim of this kind, if it is 
to prevail, must first be established by a 
Standing Order of the House. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Isit not within 
your own knowledge that so recently 
as the year 1896 the hon. Member for 
the Rhondda Valley actually addressed 
this House in Welsh ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I remember the 
incident to which the hon. Member 
refers. The hon. Member for Rhondda 


used a Welsh word or quotation in 
the course of his speech, but he did 
not make a Welsh speech to the 
House. But I must adhere to my 
ruling. The rule of the House is as | 
have stated, and I hope the hon. Member 
will conform to it. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Ii I may 
be allowed to offer advice to my hon. 
friend, I should advise him to bow to 
your ruling, but refuse to address the 
House in English upon this occasion. 
reserving his right to address the House 
in Irish. 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): If the 
Government had only taken the advice 
which I gave them upon a former occa- 
sion with regard to the situation in 
South Africa a great deal of money 
would have been saved. The Govern- 
ment has been disgraced owing to the 
fact that for the last fifteen or eighteen 
months some 250,000 men have been 
trying to conquer 25,000 farmers. This 

Fourth Day. 
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war is a disgraceful war, provoked for 
the purpose of benefiting land-grabbers 
and stock-jobbers. It is a stock-jobber 
war, and actually certain Members of 
the Government and their families will 
benefit by this war in the supply of stores 
and ammunition. I believe that the 
opinion of every Member on the other 
side of the House is the same as that of 
the noble Lord who spoke a few minutes 
ago, and who let the cat out of the bag 
when he said that many people had gone 
out there for the purpose of settling 
down, and of acquiring large tracts of 
rich and fertile land. The acquirement 
of land in this way is simply grabbing the 
property of others, and as long as I am a 
Member of this House | shall protest 
against any such system of grabbing the 
property of others. The speech of the 
right hon. Member for South Aberdeen 
reminded me very forcibly of what Ireland 
has suffered in the past when the land 
was grabbed from the people. Now the 
Boers will be driven into the worst parts 
of the country, and you will place specu- 
lators on the rich lands formerly owned 
by the Dutch farmers. I should be very 
glad to see this unjust and wicked war 
terminated, but I do not see that there 
is much chance of this when we read that 
De Wet is invading Cape Colony. So 
far from these 250,000 men having 
succeeded in beating the Boers and 
keeping them in their own country, the 
Boers are actually invading the English 
colony, and it is a disgrace to us that 
such an extraordinary army of English 
soldiers, about whose valour and _per- 
severance we have heard so much, has not 
been able to prevent the invasion of our 
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colonies. With regard to this war, and 
the mistakes which have been made, 


some people blame the War Office, others 
the Colonial Office, and some say that 
the provision for nursing the sick and 
wounded was at fault. It does not 
matter to me who is at fault, for I believe 
this war to be unjust and unholy, and I 
shall have the greatest pleasure in voting 
against the adoption of the King’s 
Speech, and in every way I can I shall 
oppose the voting of money for the prose- 
cution of this war in the future. 

There is another matter which I regret 
has not been mentioned in the King’s 
Speech, and that is in regard to the 
action of the Local Government Board in 


Mr. Daly. 
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Ireland. If there is anything which 
affects the district councils and the 
board of guardians at the present time 
in Ireland in discharging their public 
duties it is the extraordinary and arro- 
gant manner in which they are interfered 
with by the Local Government Board. 
During the time when ex-officio members 
predominated on boards of guardians 
there was very little chance of the Local 
Government Board poking ;its nose into 
the affairs of local bodies, but the moment 
popularly-elected bodies came into being 
the Local Government Board rendered 
it almost impossible for them to prosecute 
their business in any sort of a decent 
manner. Since the election of district 
and county councils in Ireland they have 
increased the salaries of the assistant 
county surveyors in some cases by 75 per 
cent., and when I put a question to the 
late Chief Secretary for Ireland as to why 
this was done, his reply was that they 
were very much underpaid in the time 
of the grand juries. So long as the 
grand juries were in power the Local 
Government Board never thought it 
worth their while to interfere with the 
salaries of these officials. The moment 
these popularly-elected bodies get the 
management of local affairs, then the 
Local Government Board step in and say, 
“These men have been underpaid in the 
past, and we will make you pay 795 per 
cent. of an increase in their salaries.” 
The action of the Local Government 
Board has made it almost impossible for 
these public bodies to transact their 
business and give satisfaction to those 
who have elected them on these local 
councils. If the Local Government 
Board had contributed anything to the 
rates in these localities in Ireland, then 
they would be justly entitled to interfere 
and say what salaries ought to be paid. 
But it is not fair for them to step in and 
increase salaries towards which they are 
not going to contribute anything. The 


Local Government Board seems to have 


one object in view, and that is to try and 
increase the rates in Ireland and en- 
deavour to bring discredit upon popu- 
larly-elected bodies. I will give one 
instance which occurred in my own dis- 
trict. There is a poor dispensary district, 
where for the last four years we have had 
a doctor at a salary of £100 a year, and 
‘the guardians found that during the 
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time that the doctor was away on his} 


holidays they had to pay £3 3s. for a sub- 
stitute. The board of guardians there- 
tore decided to raise the doctor’s salary 
by £20 a year. The Local Government 
Board said, “No; we cannot sanction 
this.” But last year there was a secretary 
elected for the county council, and it was 
made a condition of his election that his 
salary was to be so much, and that he 
should do the whole work with three 
assistants. But he was not six months 
in office when he said he wanted another 
assistant. A representative of the Local 
(rovernment Board came down and said, 
he must have assistance, and the result 
was that, although several members of 
the county council protested against it, 
an additional assistant was given and an 
addition to the secretary’s salary made at 
a total cost of £160. The reason of the 
refusal of the increase in the one case was 
that half the money would come from the 
Treasury, while in the other case, where 
the increase had to be given, it came out 
of the rates. I say, therefore, that I 
regret that no mention has been made in 
the King’s Speech that there is to be no 
improvement in the management of the 
Local Government Board. 

I am glad to see the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary for Ireland in 
his place. I have read some of his 
speeches in Ireland, and I think he will 
ake an effort to be conciliatory, both in 
regard to the district and the county 
councils. If he does so, he will be remem- 
bered for a long time in that country. 
In many places these councils are doing 
their best to make local government in 
Ireland a success, but owing to the in- 
sensate obstacles thrown in their way 
by the Local Government Board, it is 
absolutely impossible for these local 
bodies to do their duty with satisfaction 
to themselves and the country. 
that the right hon. Gentleman will see 
that the Local Government Board will 
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I hope | 


give more satisfaction to the popularly , 


elected bodies who are doing their work 
without fee or reward, while a few well- 
paid officers domineer over and scout the 
ideas and views of the popularly elected 
councils. The right hon. Gentleman 
must be aware that owing to the action 
ot the Local Government Board there 
are any number of appeals pending 


in the Superior Courts, and I ask the. 
\ 


| Corps. 
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right hon. Gentleman to meet the county 
councils and district councils in Ireland 
sympathetically ; and I will pledge my 
word that they will ask very little but 
what will be for the benefit of the rate- 
payers, and with the sole idea of carrying 
out the ideas of the electorate which they 
wish to carry out. If he does this he 
will do a great deal to smooth the way 
of these bodies, which has hitherto been 
somewhat rugged. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.): I wish to express my apprecia- 
tion of the tone of the speech of the right 
hon. the Secretary for War. I am very 
glad that he has stamped his approval on 
the devoted and admirable work done in 
South Africa by the Royal Army Medical 
In the face of difficulties, com- 
plications, and dangers complete success: 
in the performance of these duties was 
almost impossible. The prime difficulty 
was that the Department was far too 
undermanned. That is not only my 


'own opinion, but that of the Hospitals 


Commission. In their report the Com- 
mission stated that the deficiency in the 
staff of the Royal Army Medical Corps 
and of the staff of officers associated with 
them had been urged on the authorities 
before the war without avail. I am 
very glad to hear from the Minister of 
War that he has it in contemplation to 
initiate inquiry into the whole working of 
the organisation of the Royal Army 
Medical Department. We have heard 
about the purely military titles con- 
ferred upon the officers of the Depart- 
ment in answer to their desire that such 
arrangements should be made. It was 
perfectly well known that unless that 
concession had been made the supply of 
candidates for the service would have 
dried up from the medical schools. I 
have not been able to satisfy myself 
whether the system is a success or not, 
but the Secretary for War seems to 
think that it is a success. As one who 
took part in the agitation which led up 
to the conferring the titles, I can say 
that the unanimous opinion of the Army 
Medical Department was that some such 
recognition of military rank was neces- 
sary in order to enable the surgeons to 
carry on their work to a successful issue 
in the time of war. Whereas the medical 
practitioner has had admirable oppor- 
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tunities for the exercise of his profession 
and of gaining fresh experience as he goes 
on, the army doctor sees very little, the 
range of experience is very small and 
meagre, and the opportunities of work- 
ing at his profession scientifically are 
few. What we have urged over and 
over again, outside the House and inside 
the House, is, that the medical ofticers of 
the Army should get periods of leave, 
when they might learn the advances in 
the science of their profession at the 
post graduate courses in the great centres 
of medical study throughout the country. 
The leave might extend to three months 
every two years, and, in that way, the 
army surgeon might become once more 
as efficient as when he started practice 
in his profession. Of course, all these 
things will be worked out when the new 
Commission is instituted. I am _ very 
glad to hear from the right hon. the 
Secretary for War that that Commis- 
sion is to be founded on a large and 
generous spirit, and that he has taken 
into his counsels the leaders of the pro- 
fession, from whom, I have no doubt, he 
will learn what is best both for the 
student and the army doctor. I have no 
doubt that the result will be that the 
Royal Army Medical Corps will once 
more become a popular branch of the 
service. 


*Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): As a 
humble Member of the House, sent here 
by the common people to try and seek 
justice for them, I feel considerable dis- 
appointment at the treatment given to 
the hon. Member for West Kerry. It 
would be a satisfaction and a pride if we 
were permitted to speak in the language 
which is dearest to our hearts, the lan- 


guage in which we were taught to lisp) 


at our mother’s knee, and in which we 
ean best express our thoughts. But 
while we are deprived of the oppor- 
tunity of using that language, and 
compelled to resort to a foreign tongue, 
I have come to the conclusion that 
hon. Members care as little for our 
wants as for our language. The Irish 
language, however, has survived; a 
new effort has been made to cultivate 
it, and perhaps a time will come when 
hon. Members opposite, as well as Irish- 
men, will take an interest in its study 


and use. I do not appear in the House in | 


Dr, Farquharson. 
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my present attire for the purpose of out- 
raging the traditions of the House. | 
come here as I live and move amongst 
my own people, in order to show exaxctly 
what I am—one of the humble, ordinary 
folk who have to work for their living ; 
and to make my appeal to you here 
for justice. | must confess, from my 
first impressions of this Assembly, I am 
not too hopeful of any good result from 
my presence here. [| must say that 
when I came amongst the hon. Mem- 
bers who occupy seats on the one side 
or the other of this House, | expected 
to find men whose first desire and inten- 
tion would be to try and learn the vari- 
ous points in connection with the diffe- 
rent questions that would come up for 
discussion. But, after two or three 
days experience in the House, I find that 
too many hon. Members seem to be 
more anxious to learn the ins and outs 
of the smoking-room and the dining- 
room. 


I would not have intervened in this 
debate were it not for the purpose of 
joining in the appeal in behalf of the 
people I represent, and asking you to con- 
fer on them at least some of the rights 
to which they are entitled. When | 
came to the House I expected to hear 
that in His Majesty’s Speech from 
the Throne some was to 
be made to the feelings of Catholic 
Irishmen in regard to our faith, which 
is as dear to us as our very lives. But 
an oath which contains one of the most 
direct insults to that faith has still to be 
taken by the King. And yet we are 
asked to be loyal, and to shout “ God save 
the King.” That, in itself, is one of the 
strongest and most painful arguments 
that could be used by an Irishman in re- 
gard to the inefficacy and hopelessness 
of Parliament. However, I do not believe 
that all hon. Members, even on the Tory 
benches, possess coldness of heart or want 
of interest in Irish affairs. I believe that 
some amongst them have good hearts and 
good intentions, and that if we could only 
get at their hearts and make them see 
the condition of things as they really 
exist in Ireland, and show them that 
such conditions ought not to con- 
tinue, I believe they would do justice 
to Ireland. But if they will not do 
justice to Ireland, the Irish Members will, 
I hope, make it impossible for them 
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to do justice to England also. That is 
the purpose for which we have been sent 
here, and we shall knock at the door of 
Parliament until justice has been done to 
our people—not asking as gentlemen who 
have had a university education, but with 
the honest voice of men who have sprung 
from the people, who feel with the 
people, and who take a pride and glory 
in belonging to the working masses of 
the land. The other evening the right 
hon Gentleman the Member for the 
Sleaford Division was speaking about 
Manchester beer. The only thing I re- 
member about Manchester is that 
twenty-three years ago three honest Irish- | 
men were offered there as a sacrifice to | 
British tyranny, and for their loyalty to | 
Ireland. We are not much interested in 
Manchester beer, or in the affairs of China, 
or even in the Transvaal, although we 
sympathise to a great extent with the| 
brave Boers, and ~ protest against the in- 
justice perpetrated against them by Eng- | 
land. But I would say to the right hon. 
Gentleman who gave us such an extra- 
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I noticed, however, that the noble 
Lord the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office displayed a courtesy and 
a kindness towards these benches 
that I did not quite expect, and he 
paid a high tribute to the gallantry 
and nobility of character of the Boers. 
I could not help feeling, therefore, 
that there was at least one man on the 
Treasury Bench whom I should not 
like to see taking a cup of that poisoned 
beer. His testimony, of course, was to 
a certain extent depreciated by the con- 
clusions he drew. He told us that the 
Boers went into the war with the dis- 
tinct object of killing. I suppose every- 
one who goes into war does so with such 
an object, unless it be that some English- 
men go into it for the purpose of running 
away at the first opportunity. How- 
ever, we sympathise with the Boers in 
the struggle they are making, as we 
‘believe, for the simple and sole purpose 
of gaining their liberty. Although they 
they are, 
like ourselves, fighting for their liberty. 





ordinary amount of statistics with refer- 
ence to the consumption of beer in Man- 
chester, that if he wants to get a good 
glass of beer he should go where you go for | 
your finest soldiers—to Ireland, and he 
will have a good chance of getting it. Not 
that I would like to see any Member of 
this House, or the people generally, in- 
dulging to any extent in the beer 
of any country. I may say it would be 
a pleasure and satisfaction to me if all the 
beer were poisoned. I have heard of 
Army chaplains, and sometimes of Navy 
chaplains, but in future we apparently 
shall have a “ Beery Chaplin” in this 
House. I wish sincerely that hon. Members 
would come here for the purpose of trying 
tounderstand the statistics relating to the 
population and condition of Ireland with 
as much exactness as those relating to 
Manchester poisoned beer. While | lis- 
tened to the right hon. Member for 
Sleaford and watched him holding out 
a cup of that poisoned beer for the in- 
vestigation of right hon. Gentlemen on 
the Ministerial bench, I could not help 
thinking that there was, perhaps, in the 


We believe that they are fighting against 
the capitalists who have been instru- 
mental in bringing about this war, 
‘and they have done so with energy 
and manhood against frightful odds. 
They have not been beaten yet, although 
in the end their liberty may be dragged 
from them ; but while there is an Irish- 
man left we will always speak in their 
favour and against the tyranny and 
injustice perpetrated against them. In 
my own poor county of Kerry we have 
a labouring population which has been 
, continually depleted by emigration. When 
‘I listened to His Majesty’s Speech read 
from the chair, I hoped to hear some 
indication that at the beginning of a 
new reign, of a new era, of a new century 
something was to be done for the Irish 
race, so that our men and women would 
be permitted to live in their own land with- 
out having to go abroad, surrounded by 
dangers and difficulties which few of them 
are aware of. When crossing from 
Dublin to Holyhead, one of the persons 
who accompanied me was a young 
Irish girl who was leaving her country 


mind of the right hon. Member just the '° seek her fortune in the large city of 
Manchester. I hope when she gets 


suggestion of a wish that someone Upon | there that she will not be induced to 
that bench would drink it, so that a touch any of the poisoned beer. If any 
vacancy might be left for him to occupy. hon. Member had been with me on 
‘Fourth Day. 
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board that boat and had seen that 
young girl—and remember, she was 
only one of thousands who are leaving 
our native land year after year—he 
would certainly have felt one touch of 
nature in his heart, and have evinced 
a strong desire to give us in Ireland an 
opportunity of managing our own affairs, 
so that our boys and girls should not 
he compelled to leave their native home 
in order to get a living elsewhere. 

I have spoken much longer than I 
intended, and I have merely striven to 
give expression to a few of the senti- 
ments in my heart. I want you to 
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understand that though you have thrust | 
the Irish people to their knees, they are | 
living still; and that until the right to | 


manage their own affairs which they 
ask for is conceded, and until they are 
placed in a position to legislate for them- 
selves, so that the Irish people of every 
description are able to live in their own 
land, they will continue coming and 
knocking at» the doors of the British 
Parliament demanding that right for 
Ireland. 


LICENSING LAWS. 


*Mr. WHITTAKER (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Spen Valley) : I rise to move an Amend- | 
ment to the Address in reply to the| 


Speech from the Throne, in order to 
express regret that there appears to be 
no intention on the part of the Govern- 
ment to deal adequately with the question 
of reform of the licensing laws. There 


is no need for me to dilate on the erils | 


of intemperance. It is recognised that 
drinking is our country’s curse ; our 
enemies say it is our national character- 
istic, and all right-minded people deplore 
it as a great dishonour. It is admitted 
to be a potent source of crime and 
poverty, and it is a great barrier across 
the pathway of social and moral pro- 
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day and generation. Not only do the 
drinking habits of the people destroy 
their health, corrupt their morals, and 
waste their resources, but the liquor 
traffic itself—that swollen tyranny— 
has become a kind of British Tammany, 
a widespread source of political corrup- 
tion, a distinct danger to the State, and 
a menace to the purity of our local and 
national public life. That is the social evil 
and the political danger with which 
it is the object of this Amendment to 
ask the Government to deal. 

The Amendment expresses regret that 
there is no indication in the King’s 
Speech of any intention to at all ade- 
quately attempt to discharge an imme- 
diate, urgent and obvious duty. There is 
an announcement in the King’s Speech, 
but it is by no means easy to say precisely 
what that announcement means. The 
general opinion is that it means 
extremely little. It is clear that no re- 
form in the licensing system, as a whole, 
is intended. Lord Salisbury says— 

“Tt may be matter for regret that our 
licensing system has reached its present condi- 


| tion, but how, without injustice to the indi- 


vidual, without injury to the public weal, 
and without exaggerating the influence of 
Parliament, this state of things can ade- 
quately be remedied we do not at present 
see. 


That is a pitiable confession of impo- 
tence and incompetence. It is quite true 
that he goes on to suggest that somebody 
else may see a remedy, for he says— 

“Tn any case the remedy is obvious. Legis- 
lation is not the monopoly of the Government, 


and if the noble Earl will propose Bills on 
these and other subjects we shall consider 


| them with sympathetic interest and we shall 
| be glad to find a way out of the labyrinth 


of our troubles.” 


We have some idea what the sympathetic 
interest of the Prime Minister is worth. 


| We know his treatment of the Children’s 


gress. It confronts and_ baffles and} 
defeats all philanthropists and reform- 
ers. Statesmen, judges, magistrates, 


doctors, ministers of religion, guardians 
of the poor, governors of gaols and 
workhouses, and that innumerable band 
of men and women who render priceless 
service to their fellows by constant, 


self-sacrificing, and largely unseen work 
among the poor, all unite in describing 
intemperance as the giant evil of our 


Mr. Murphy. 





Bill last year, and how he treated the 
Motion of the Bishop of Winchester. 
One thing is clear from the King’s 
Speech, and that is that it is results 
and not causes that are to be dealt 
with. Thatis not what the nation desires 
or requires By all means check and 
punish drunkenness, but the Govern- 
ment should grapple vigorously with the 
system which facilitates, promotes, and 
largely creates the evil. Drunkenness 
in public-houses is already an offence 
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against the law. 
licence to permit it. 
stand from the Prime Minister that it is 
so prevalent, glaring, and scandalous as 
to be the most obvious and urgent re- 
form ? If so, what is to be said of the 
authorities that permit it and under 
whose supervision it has grown up? It 
seems to me that we ought to deal with 
this licensing question thoroughly, but 
the Prime Minister and the First Lord 
of the Treasury have made it quite clear 
that the Government does not mean to 
grapple with this question seriously. 


What is the position? In 1896 
they appointed a Commission. In 1899 
the Commission reported, and the 


Majority Report—it issued two Reports— 
alter expressing the opinion that drun- 
kenness has materially decreased in the 
last twenty-five years, went on to say— 
“Yet it is undeniable that a gigantic evil 
remains to be remedied and hardly any sacri- 
fice would be too great which would result in 
amarked diminution of this national degrada- 
tion, nor is Parliament likely to remain satis- 
fied with leaving things as they are or to 


trast wholly to “the influence we have de- 
seribed.”” 


That is the portion of the Report which 
indicates the extent of the evil. It is a 
gigantic evil and national degradation. 
I may say, on behalf of myself and my 
colleagues who signed the Minority Re- 
port, that we all agree with that state- 
ment in the Majority Report, and I 
must remind the House that on the 
Commission sat eight chosen representa- 
tives of the liquor trade. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.): 
Mr. Speaker, on a point of order, is there 
any method by which we could compel 
the attendance of some member of the 
Government ? The Ministerial bench is 
empty, and this isa most important de- 
bate. 


Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : 
Should I be in order to move the adjourn- 
ment of the House ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon, Member cannot move the adjourn- 


ment whilst another hon. Member is in | 
| 1895 he said “ 


possession of the House. 


\*Mr. WHITTAKER: I was pointing 
out to the House that on the Commission 
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were eight chosen representatives of the 
liquor trade. They signed the Report 
that there is a gigantic evil, and 
also that Parliament is not likely to rest 
satisfied with leaving things as they are. 
That was the opinion of eight represen- 
tatives of the liquor trade. Is there an 
hon. Member in this House who does 
not endorse those statements ! Yet the 
Government practically refuses to do 
anything, and makes a suggestion which 
is obviously so trifling as to be absolutely 
ludicrous? Therefore, I beg to move 
this Amendment, which practically de- 
clares Parliament will not rest satisfied 
to leave things as they are. It is twenty- 
five years ago since the Secretary for the 
Colonies used these words— 


the King’s Speech. 


“Temperance reform lies at the bottom of 
all further political, social, and religious 
progress. Drink is the curse of the country. 
It ruins the fortunes, it injures the health, it 
destroys the lives of one in twenty—I am 
afraid [ should be right in saying of one in 
ten—of our population, and anything which 
can be done to diminish this terrible sacrifice 
of human life and human happiness is well 
worthy of all the attention and study which 
we can give it.” 


And then he went on to say— 


“The agitation will go on without us if not 
with us. If we are silent the very stones 
will ery out. If there is in the whole of this 
drink business any single encouraging feature 
it is to be found in the growing impatience of 
the people at the burden they are forced to 
bear, and their growing indignation and sense 
of the shame and the disgrace which it 
imposes on them.” 


The Home Secretary only the other 
day said that in his opinion things were 
growing worse rather than better, and 
yet the Government is practically silent, 


and the Prime Minister at one time 
gibes and flouts and sneers, and at 


another wrings his hands and_ pleads 
impotence and incompetence ; whilst the 


Home Secretary prattles ancient non- 
sense about better dwellings for the 
poor. It is enough to make the very 


stones ery out. Thirteen years ago the 


‘Government then in power thought it 


needed dealing with. Eleven years ago 
they made another attempt. In 1894 
the Colonial Secretary said “ temperance 


was the most urgent social reform.” In 
there is a grievous scandal 
existing, to which it is the duty of states- 
men to devote attention.” In 1896 the 
Government appointed a Royal Commis- 


Fourth» Day. 
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sion, which was an admission that this 
question needed dealing with ; and only 
the other day the Home Secretary 
said— 


“Tt had been said, and he thought without 
exaggeration, that intemperance was one of 
the greatest evils which could possibly be in- 
tlicted on a country. It was indispatable that 
it filled our prisons and crowded our work- 
houses, that it lowered vitality, that it pre- 
vented the breadwinner from putting forth 
the strength that was necessary for the pur- 
pose of maintaining his family, and that much 
of the wretchedness and distress in this country 
was owing to the extent to which, unhappily, 
intemperance existed. They were, he thought, 
justified in saying that all parties in the 
country, to whatever section of the temper- 
ance party they belonged, or indeed whether 
they belonged to any section or not, were 
agreed that the evil was a great one, and that 
it would be a great blessing to the country if 
means could be found to mitigate, if not alto- 
wether to remove, that great evil.” 


Then why do not the Government take 
some action! It is a year and a half 
since the Commission reported. We 
cannot be charged with being unduly 
hasty. The Prime Minister and the 
First Lord of the Treasury have indicated 
one reason, which is that the Commission 
was not unanimous. Of course they 
were not. They could not be unanimous, 
and I venture to say it was never in- 
tended that they should be. The constitu- 
tion of the Committee was too absurd 
to hope for unanimity. But I say if the 
fact that a commission does not agree is to 
be taken as an excuse for burking a 
question, it will always be easy to avoid 
dangerous and difficult legislation by 
appointing a commission which never 
will agree on a particular subject. The 
excuse is too paltry, and would never be 
put forward except by a Government 
which, in proportion to its majority, has 
less courage and backbone, and is more 
flabby than any I[ have ever known. 

It is a plea of incompetence. They do 
not wait for unanimity on other ques- 
tions—when they give doles to parsons for 
tithes, doles to aid agricultural rates, 
and subsidies for sectarian schools. 
They do not stipulate for unanimity 
then, nor is there any demand for it 
when they desire to shovel money into 
the pockets of their friends. It is 
only when they are called upon to 
grapple with a gigantic evil and a 
national degradation upon which a 


body of men fatten who claim to have 
Mr, Whittaker. 
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put the Government into power and to 
be able to put them out again that they 
stipulate for unanimity. The First Lord 
of the Treasury and the Home Secretary 
have stated that there is no unanimity 
as to a remedy ; but there is unanimity 
that something should be done. The 
Commission does disclose where the shoe 
pinches ; it discloses weaknesses, defects, 
and failures in the law; it shows the 
evils to be grappled with, and it is the 
duty of the Government to propound the 
remedy. That is their duty and responsi- 
bility, and they cannot shuffle it on to 
the shoulders of anyone else. The 
Government asks for a plan, but it is not 
our business to supply one. I remember 
years ago in this House the Colonial 
Secretary, speaking with true com- 
mercial instinct on another question, 
saying what he would do when he 
sat on the Treasury Bench and re- 
ceived the fees. It is the duty of the 
Government to suggest a remedy, and 
of the House to accept or reject it. Have 
they not a plan? I seem to remember 
during the last and the previous election 
that the supporters of the Government 
went to the polls with the plea that they 
were in favour of reasonable and practi- 
cal temperance reform. Those men must 
have had some definite idea of what they 
were talking about. Where is their 
scheme? If they do not produce one 
they are charlatans and political hum- 
bugs. I venture to say there is a good 
deal of unanimity upon this matter. 
Of course, if the Government stipulate 
that the trade must be unanimous, they 
probably demand the impossible ; but it 
is a novel doctrine that those who fatten 
on abuses and wrongs must be consenting 
parties to reform, or nothing can be 
done. 

The Times pointed out some time 
ago that it was not to be expected that 
the trade would agree to temperance 
reform, which means the checking of 
drinking, and consequently less profits, 
but if there is not unanimity there are 
many points of general detail upon 
which the Commission is unanimous, 
and still more of general principle. The 
Home Secretary demands unanimity, and 
when the points of agreement are sug- 
gested he doubts if licensing reform 
will do much good, and branches off to 
‘better dwellings, and through it all 


the King’s Speech. 











65 


chew 
his ¢ 
am n 
at tl 
him, 
They 
the < 
prope 
It we 
hon. 
their 
agree 
comin 
imitv 
tives 
mem| 
me re 
there 
it was 
of pol 
to hin 
would 
charg 
and s 
ments 
Own } 
Wis ( 
withh: 
might 
matte 
Manel 
langua 
with 
this 
himsel 
family. 
who w 
her to 
That 1 
the w 
dismiss 
sured 
outery 
awarde 
anothe 
retused 
had to 
and at 
mittee 
ment o 
chief co 
of that 
At the 
sitting 
Wigan 
ina di 
go in 


VOL 











562 


1 to 
hey 
,ord 
ary 
nity 
nity 
The 
shoe 
cts, 
the 
the 
the 
nsi- 
1 to 
The 
not 
iber 
nial 
om- 
ion, 

he 
re- 
the 
and 
ave 
ber 
tion 
ent 
hey 
cti- 
ust 
hey 
1eir 
one 
In- 
ood 
rer. 
late 
hey 
t it 
ten 
ing 
be 











563 Address in Answer to 119 FEBR 


chews the cud of compensation, and | 
1890. TI 


his own fiascos in 1888 and 
am not surprised that he was frightened 
at the deputation which waited upon 


him, and made their foolish proposal. 


They practically asked him to revive | 
the absurd, discredited, and discarded | 
proposals of twelve or thirteen years ago. | 
| Another 


It was not unreasonable for the right 
hon. Gentleman 
their scheme. With regard to points of 
agreement, take the question of watch 
committees. There was absolute unan 


imity in the Report that representa- 


tives of the liquor trade should not be | 


members of watch committees. Let 


me remind the House what a scandal | 


there was at Manchester. In that case 
it was found that there a superintendent 
at police had some property bequeathed 
to him, a brothel and a beerhouse. He 
would not allow the police to bring 
charges against the keeper of that house, 
and set them to raid other establish- 
ments to promote the business of his | 
and when eventually a summons 
was Obtained against the keeper he 
withheld the summons so that the keeper | 
might escape, and when finally the | 
matter came before the magistrate at 

| 


Own ; 


Manchester, | never read more scathing 
connection 
Moreover, 
while 


used in 
conduct. 


language than he 
with this man’s 
this superintendent of — police, 
himself a married man, with a grown-up 
family, had cohabited with a woman 
who was a beerhouse keeper, and took | 
her to the Isle of Man for a holiday. | 
That was brought to the attention of | 
the watch committee; but did they 
dismiss him? No. They merely cen- 
sured him. It was only after a public 
outery that he had to go, and then they 
awarded him a pension, though after 
another public outery that pension was 
retused. The chief constable of the city 
had to goin consequence of that scandal, 
and at the next election the watch com- 
mittee was purified. Yet the Govern- 
ment of the day conferred a C.B. on the 
chief constable,and this vear the chairman 
of that watch committee was knighted. 
At the very time the Commission was 
sitting the mayor of the borough of 
Wigan was a publican who held premises | 
in a district in which the police had to 
go in couples at night, and who had | 


VOL, LXXXIX. [Fourtu Sertgs.] | 





to refuse to consider | 


i the 





CARY 190]! the Ning’s Speech. 64 


admitted that he had sold drink illegally. 
At Derby, too, there was another terrible 
exposure ; and anybody who read the 
evidence taken before the Cominission 
would understand why they unanimously 
recommended that it should be mad» 
illegal for anyone connected with the 
trade to sit on a watch committee. 
unanimous recommendation 
was that no one who acted as solicitor 
to brewers should be allowed to act as 
clerk to any bench of magistrates. Jus- 


itice must be purified at its souree by 


removing liquor-dealers and brewers 
from the watch committee, These are 
anomalies that ought to be remedied. 
As to Quarter Sessions, there is a beliet 
that the present condition of things is 
extremely undesirable. The magistrates 
who review the decisions do not know 
localities or the conditions under 
which the licences are dealt with. There 
is agreement that the bona fide traveller 
nuisance needs to be dealt with: there 
is very large agreement as to the serving 


of children, and there is agreement 
that the licensing authority should 
have control over all licences. There 


is also unanimity on the Commission 
as to providing legal assistance for the 
police in carrying out their duties with 
regard to licences. There is also agree- 
ment that the hours of sale on Sunday 
should be very much reduced. There 
is not agreement as to the actual hours, 
the majority twenty out of twenty-four 

reporting in favour of two bours at 
noon and two at night. 
ment as to the necessity of 
restriction upon clubs, and there is also 
agreement as to the necessity for greater 


There is agree 


some 


power as to snugs, screens, partitions, 
back and entrances — those 
abominations that respectable men ought 
to be ashamed to resort to. They facili- 
tate people sneaking in unseen to vet 


doors, side 


liquor if they are ashamed to be seen 
doing it. The baker or the butcher 
does not want a side entrance or a back 
door. The publicans want these en- 
trances they know that the 
people who go into these places are 
ashamed to be The people who 
own these public-houses are not ashamed 
to facilitate those people in doing what 
they are ashamed to do. The screens 
and partitions inside mean that when 
2A Fourth Day. 


because 


seen. 
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they get inside they are afraid of being 
seen by one another. If | had time I 
could tell you some terrible stories of 
what has occurred behind the screens. 

| have ventured to name a number 
of points on which there is unanimity. 
There is no question of compensation in 
connection with these things. If the 
Government cannot see its way to any- 
thing further, these are some points on 
which they might do something. The 
Home Secretary referred to reduction in 
the number of houses. The recommenda- 
tion of the Commission is unanimous 
that there ought to bea reduction. The 
llome Secretary questioned whether, 
after all, it would be of very great value 
io reduce the number. He says there 
has been a great reduction in the num- 
her during the last twenty-five years, 
and yet public-houses are now worth more 
than before, and that more drink is con- 
sumed now. Well, of course the houses 
are worth more. If you have fewer of 
them and a larger population it does not 
necessarily mean that there is more 
drinking. You may have fewer houses, 
and a smaller total sale, but each 
of the fewer houses may sell more 
liquor. It is the monopoly that sends 
up the value. 

[ shall now deal with the point whether, 
in spite of the reduction in the number 
of houses, there has been an increase in 
drinking. 1 challenge the fact entirely, 
and I will undertake to prove that there 
has been a diminution in drinking as 
the number of licences has diminished, 
and that until there was a diminution 
in the number of licences there was a 
steady increase in the consumption of 
liquor. The Home Secretary gave the 
period of twenty-five years, and | will 
take his own period. I will take the 
bulk of my figures from the statistical 
abstract issued by the Department over 
which the Home Secretary previously 
presided with such distinguished credit. 
Between 1874 and 1899 there was a 
diminution of 15,000 in the number of 
public-houses and beerhouses. During 
the same period the consumption de- 
creased 15 per cent. in spirits, 30° per 
cent. in wines, and 4 per cent. in’ beer. 
At the same time, the consumption ot 
tea went up 41 per cent., sugar 473 per 
cent., and tobacco 31 per cent., showing 
that the decrease in the consumption 


Mr. Whittaker, 





of liquor was not due to a diminution 
of the prosperity and the spending power 
of the people. I will go back twenty 
five years prior to 1874. During those 
twenty-five years there was an increase 
in the number of public-houses, and the 
consumption of spirits went up 21 per 
cent., of wine 130 per cent., and of beer 
60 per cent. Everyone knows that 
facilities do increase drinking. If they 
do not, why is not anyone who wants 4 
licence allowed to have one? There is 
not a single bench of magistrates in the 
country which grants licences to every 
applicant. Every Committee and Con- 
mission which has investigated the sub 
ject during the last seventy years has 
recommended a diminution in the nun- 
ber of licensed houses on the ground 
that an increase in such houses facili- 
tates drinking. The trade continually 
enlarge their premises because they 
know that facilities increase drinking, 
and they will tell you that clubs do pro- 
mote drunkenness. ‘The — Registrar- 
General gives statistics every ten years, 
which show that the mortality amongst 
publicans and their servants is greater 
than in any other trade. Why is that! 
Because the men are under more tempta- 
tion than anybody else; they are con- 
stantly face to face with liquor, and the 
result is that they drink more than 
other people. The terrible increase in 
drinking amongst women during the 
last twenty-five years has been due to 
the establishment of grocers’ licences 
and refreshment houses. It is very pro- 
per that better dwellings should be pro- 
vided for the people, but my firm 
opinion is that temperance is the most 
important factor in social reform. | 
there no drunkenness in the dwellings 
of the well-to-do?) Ask our doctors and 
the clergy. In the north of England 
I know something of colliery villages, 
which have been built near great pits. 
The conditions of the people in thes 
villages are the same. ‘The houses are 
all alike and men work at the same 
trade and earn the same rate of wages 
Go through the streets of these villages 
and you will find some of the houses 
utterly miserable and neglected, while 
others are clean and respectable. Make 
inquiry, and you will find that in ninety- 
nine cases out of a hundred, the dirty 
houses are occupied by intemperate 
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people. Does the right hon. Gentle- 
wan mean to say that if you take the 
drunken family out of the dirty home 
and put them into the house of the sober 
ianily it would alter their way of living ! 
| say that the drunken family would 
won alter the condition of the clean home. 
It is since 1876 that a reduction in the 
yumber of licences has taken place. 
Up to L876 from 1828 there was a steady 
increase, and from 1876 there has been 
a considerable decrease. The twenty- 
ive years prior to 1876 was a prosperous 





diminished one half during that period. 


850 to £223,000,000 in L875. 
was a great increase in the education of 
ihe country during the same period, and 
the sanitary conditions under which 
the people lived were greatly improved. 
During that time licences increased by 


15,000. In spite of better sanitary 
regulations and Factory Acts, drun- 


kenness and crime inereased, and, what 
is very important, the death rate 
stood still, Our sanitary legislation 
made no change on the death rate of the 
country. It was in 1876 that licences 
began to go down; drunkenness and 
wime also went down, and the death 
rate fell from 4 to 5 per thousand. 
I suggest that formerly the evils of in- 
temperance more than counterbalanced 
all the improvements in the other direc- 
tions. 

The Prime Minister deprecated changes 
the effect of which could not be seen. I 


the effect of which can be seen in dimin- 
shed drinking, and in the improved 
condition of the people. We have never 
during the past century reversed any 
restrictive legislation with regard to the 
liquor traffic. The Licensing Commis- 
sion does not suggest that we should go 
ack on the restrictive legislation we 
have passed. All the forecasts as to the 
lalure of Sunday closing have been 
retuted and disproved. Many of the 
telorms recommended in the two Reports 
are already in operation in Scotland, 
and they are a success there, and the 
people of Scotland are asking for more. 
But there is the difficulty of compen- 
sation. 
which com- 


are the conditions under 
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| pensation could be agreed to? First, it 


tine in this country, and pauperism was | 
| should come from the trade itself. 
Our exports rose from £71,000,000 in| 
There | 


must be so arranged that it will not block 
the way to further temperance reform. 
It must also secure some immediate or 
early substantial reform, and it must 
not come out of the public pocket. I 
am not going to argue the question of 
legal right. That has been settled by 
the law courts of the country long ago, 
and is now beyond dispute. With re- 
gard to the question of compensation, 
eight of the members representing the 
trade on the Commission signed the 
recommendation that the compensation 
doth 
the Majority and the Minority are abso- 
lutely unanimous on that point. The 
fact disposes of the legal claim, because 
no one who had a legal claim would ever 
suggest that he should provide the money 
himself. It has been alleged that the 
temperance party were foolish to reject 


‘the schemes of 1888 and 1890, but the 


| 


venture to say that here are changes | 


I venture to submit that this is, 
not an insuperable difficulty. What | 


truth is, those schemes were impossible, 
because they were inadequate, because 
they endowed public-houses, and because 
they blocked the way to future reform. 
As a matter of fact, many more public- 
houses have been got rid of without 
those reforms than would have been 
the case with them. In London those 
proposals of 1888 and 1890 would have 
provided money enough to buy up be- 
tween 150 and 200 public- houses in 
seven years. But in seven years in 
London since that time we have got rid 
of 600 licences. Therefore, when people 
say the temperance cause lost much by 
not accepting those schemes, they do 
not know what they are talking about. 
The temperance party ought not to ac- 
cept any measure of compensation that 
will not give them a much bigger re- 


duction than they are now getting. It 
should be an essential part of any 
scheme, too, that it should not block 


the way to future reform. I aim satisfied 
that a workable and satisfactory scheni 
of compensation, — by of fund 
raised from the liquor trade, could be 
arranged, The great bulk of the 
temperance people will not oppose a 
reasonable scheme, if the way to further 
reform be not blocked, and the whole 
of the money required comes from the 
trade. Lord Peel's scheme is only one 
way of grappling with the problem. If 
the trade wish to pay more money to 
Fourth Duy, 


meals 
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that can be arranged. 
To say that extreme men prevented 
legislation is childish nonsense. No body 
of extreme men could in this country 
prevent reasonable, just, and effective 
legislation. 

My object in proposing the amend- 
ment is not to press on the Government 
any particular scheme of reform ; all 1 


each other 


wish is to press upon them most earnestly 
to do something. | do allege that the 
responsibility is theirs, and the amend- 
ment calls upon them to undertake the 
responsibility and to discharge the duty. 
L know the question is a difficult one, 
but the greater will be the honour to 
those who deal with it. And they must 
not talk as though they were giving 
something to temperance men as an 
advantage, as though we, as a class or 
section of the community, were going to 
gain something by it ; they must not talk 
as though 
and specially responsible for the evil. 
We are interested in dealing with this 
matter only as citizens anxious to get rid 
of a great evil in our midst. If there be 
any class of men upon whom the burden 
of responsibility with regard to the 
liquor traffic does not rest it is those of us 
who touch not the stuff. Our hands are 
clean, at any rate; we do not necessitate 
the business from which this evil flows, 
and to talk to us as if we were specially 


responsible for dealing with it is little less | 
Those are respon- | 


than an impertinence. 
sible who necessitate. countenance, and 
justify the traffic. The responsibility is 
theirs, and if they will but shoulder that 
responsibility and attempt to discharge 
the duty which lies upon them, temper- 
ance men will help them in so doing. 
The Government should grapple with 
this question. [| am not the man_ to 
advise the liquor trade, but I venture to 
suggest that the trade itself will do well 
to get the question settled. We who sit 
on this side of the House will be in power 
SOTILE day, and there are more Ways ot 
killing a cat than by hanging it. We can 
destroy the value of the monopoly in 
public-houses if the trade will not consent 
to some reasonable method of doing it. 
High licence fees and a free licence to 
everybody who will pay the fee will knock 
the bottom out of the public- house 
monopoly in twenty-four hours. It 


ean be done, and the trade need not look 
Mr. I hithuker, 
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to another place to protect them, because 
it could be done in a Money Bill. Tem- 
perance men want something doing ; 
we are anxious to have this gigantic 
evil dealt with. The country wants 
something doing, and I venture to think 
that the trade itself is somewhat weary 
of the uncertainty and unrest which 
the continual agitation is causing it. 
The opportunity, therefore, is favourable ; 
everybody is in a mood for a reasonable 
settlement. Let the Government but 
pluck up their courage to deal with this 
question, and they will secure a great 
triumph. I beg to move the Amendment 
standing in my name. 


*Me. HERBERT ROBERTS (Den 
bighshire, W.): After the able speech 
of my hon. friend it will not be necessary 
for me in seeonding the Amendment 
to do more than emphasise one or two 
of the main conclusions to which his 
speech inevitably led. IL feel some difti- 
dence in referring to Lord Peel, but 
perhaps. I may, without presumption, 
be allowed to say that I think he has 
rendered the country a great service 
through his chairmanship of the Li- 
censing Comunission, and that future 
history will count his name memorable, 
not only beeause of his having been a 
great Speaker of this House. but because 
he very courageously grappled with 
a very difficult problem and made an 
important contribution towards _ its 
solution. My hon. friend has already 
pointed out that the main conclusion 


to which this Commission came was 


/ somewhat remarkable, namely that there. 


was rampant in this country a gigantic 
evil in regard to intemperance, and that 
hardly any sacrifice would be too great 
which conduced to reduce its power. 
That was a strange conclusion to come 
from a Commission so constituted. That 
body had upon it representatives 0! 
every phase and section of opinion on 
the subject. Another fact which ought 
to be alluded to is that, with regard tv 
that inquiry, we had an absolutely open 
door ; there was nothing in the shape 
of a press censor in connection with it. 
Every section of public opinion had 
an equal right and opportunity of laying 
its views before the inquiry, and yet the 
result of three years examination of 
the problem was an emphatic verdiet 
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of condemnation of the existing licensing 
system. The Commission 
the country an extraordinary amount 
of interest, by reason of the fact, I believe, 
that the matter has now becomea national 


question. The conscience of the country 
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of such facts no Government are justified 


aroused in| 


has at last been touched upon this point, | 


and the temperance problem has passed 
irom the region of uncertainty and doubt 
into the domain of fact. Anyone who 
jas seriously considered the conditions 
surrounding the problem will at once 
see that that is an element in the case 
of the greatest importance. ‘The Amend- 
ment points out that there is at the present 
moment in the country a widespread 
desire for legislation in the direction of 
temperance reform. The evil is admitted; 
no one doubts it for a moment. 


| think 


in declining to propose legislation dealing 
effectively, at all events, with the most 
glaring defects in our licensing system. 

Then the position, I take it, is so grave 
that it demands the abandonment of 
political considerations. The time 
come for us to look at this problem 
from the national standpoint. Is not 
this the history of every great reform 
In regard to all big questions is it not 
the case that a point comes when the 
politician must be merged in the eitizen ! 
Thisis the case with regard to questions 
affecting national defence. 1 am glad to 
that with regard to the Army 


has 


} 


hand the Navy we have at all events in 


| would very briefly lay down three | 
general propositions with regard to the | 


| 


Amendment: first, we are dealing | 
with an issue of national import- 
ance: secondly, that the condition 


of things in 


regard to it is so| 


grave that it demands the abandon- | 


ment of political considerations ; 


but that action ought to be taken in 


and | 


thirdly, that there is no time to be lost, | ee: : : : 
}of information on the part of leading 


the direction of legislative interference | 


without delay. 
an issue of national importance. I am 
not going to weary the House by going 
over ground which has been already 
covered, but evidence from — every 
quarter substantiates this proposition. 
Judicial and criminal statistics, the 
records of crime, disease, and insanity, 
the opinion of the medical pretession, 


the statisties of the Registrar General, | : : : : : 
'something of the havoe which drink is 


the annual colossal and annually increas- 
ing drink bill, 


We are dealing with | 


| 


and, anore than all, if | 


vou go below the surface of things you | 


will find that this poison of drunkenness 
is prejudicially affecting what | might 
eall the higher life of the country. As 
evidence upon this point we have the 
Unanimous judgment of the Royal 
Commission. | would draw the atten- 
tion of the Home Secretary to the very 
strong words he made use of the other 
day in replying to a deputation to which 
reference has already been made. The 


right hon. Gentleman admits that drunk- | 
enness fills our prisons. crowds our | 


workhouses, lowers the vitality of the 
country. prevents the maintenance of 
families, and causes much of the distress 


and misery of the people. In the face 


this House reached a point when those 
matters are dealt with from a national 
and not from a political standpoint. 
And is not this curse of drunkenness 
the great enemy of our home life that 
our country has to fear! I[ want to give 


/one or two of the reasons why I think 


the Government have not so far been 
able to show any indications of their 
determination to deal with this question. 
One reason I would submit is a want 
political statesmen of the day as to 
the true and real condition of things. 
My hon. friend the mover of this Amend- 
ment has referred to the action taken 
by the late Lord Randolph Churchill 
in years gone by. Many speeches in 
regard to temperance reform made by 
that gentleman are memorable to this 
day, and I think the reason of that 
great interest was the fact that he took 
an opportunity of seeing for himself 


the 
reason 


doing in regard to life of 
this metropolis. Another put 
forward tor the inaction of the Govern. 
ment is this. In his speech to the depu- 
tation the other day the Home Secretary 
said that he was unable to promise any 
great things with regard to legislation 
on temperance lines, because of what he 
called the opposition and the difficulty of 
earrying a Bill through Parliament. Is 
that a valid excuse for a Government 
with a majority of 134 behind its back / 
Clearly the opposition to which the right 
hon. Gentleman referred is not a Parlis 
mentary opposition.. My hon. friend ha. 


| already dealt so clearly with the plea that 


nothing can be done because of the want 


‘of agreement ov all points in the Com- 


ourth jay. 
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mission that 1 will not dwell upon that 
point ; | would only emphasise the fact 
that it is not true that there is a want of 
agreement upon many of the main points. 
We are agreed as to the necessity of a 
drastic amendment of the laws relating 
to the administration of the trade, and 
also as to the necessity of a great reduc- 
tion in the number of public-houses. 
Even if we had not been able to come to 
an agreement upon those points, I do not 
think that any Government, having 
regard to the circumstances of the case, 


are not. justified in shirking the responsi- | 


bility of taking effective action in regard 
to the matter. But what is the real 
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45 per cent. per million to 77 per cent, 


The writer of the leading 


per million. 
cannot be in any way 


article, who 


regarded as attached specially to tempe- 


reason that we cannot get any real and | 


substantial reform ? It is because of the 
unfortunate alliance between the party 


opposite and those who represent the | 


drink trade. 


I do not say that there are | 


not on the other side of the House a large | 


number of hon. Members who take as 
great an interest in temperance reform 
as any Member upon this side. 1 further 
believe that this alliance is not generally 
of their own choosing ; it has grown up 
owing to the application of one of the 


rance reform, makes this observation 


“No temperance lecturer can be more pro- 
foundly convinced than we are ourselves of the 
terrible mischief which is being done to our 
country atthe present day by alcoholic indul- 
gence.” 

If we are not touched in regard to this 
matter by questions affecting humanity, 
perhaps some of us may be affected by 
other considerations. In looking for- 


ward to the future it is important for us 


to watch very carefully what is taking 
place in regard to the trade and the 
economic position of this country. | 
believe the time has come when we should 
throw aside the subtleties of political 
controversy and have united action upon 
this question, which is of vital concern to 
the nation. There is apparently in this 


/ecountry at the present day a serious lack 
of earnestness in regardto social quest ions, 


leading political doctrines of their faith | 


to an interest in the country which has 
assumed gigantic and alarming propor- 
tions. But nevertheless the fact  re- 
mains that, speaking generally, Members 
on the other side of the House are more 
or less pledged to resist temperance 
legislation. Until this alliance is severed 
we cannot hops, so far as legislation 
coming from the party opposite is con- 
cerned, to have an adequate solution of 
the question. There was also a general 
agreement on the Commission with 
regard to the amendment of the Sunday 
Closing Act in Wales, and with regard to 
Local Veto the Chairman’s Report 
recommended that after a certain period 
of time that principle should be applied 
to the Principality. 

My concluding point is that we have 
arrived at a condition of things which 
demands immediate action. I was read- 
ing the other day a very interesting 
article which appeared in the Lancet. It 
points out that during the last twenty 
years, whereas there has been a diminu- 
tion in the death rate in all other groups, 
in the group dealing with deaths from 
drink there has been a substantial in- 
crease, the rate of mortality rising from 


Mr. Herbert Roberts. 





The air is filled with the word and spirit 
of Empire. I have more than once can- 
didly admitted that there is no one who 
takes a greater pride in the glory of the 
British Empire than I do, but I cannot 
close my eyes to the unalterable fact that 
if we are to maintain our prestige and our 
position abroad as an Empire we must 
see to it that our house at home is set in 
order. One of the most essential reforms 
in my judgment for the strengthening 
and the uplifting of the home life of the 
country is an effective measure of tempe- 
rance reform, and I believe it is in this 
way alone that in this century the British 
Empire can be made, not only in name 
but also in deed, the greatest power for 
good in the world. I have very great 
pleasure in seconding the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“At the end of the Question, to add the 
words,—‘ But we humbly express our regret 
to Your Majesty that, having regard to the 
Reports of the recent Royal Commission on 
the Licensing Laws and the wide-spread desire 
which exists that some effort should be made 
to diminish the evil, which they describe as 
gigantic and a national degradation, there is 
no indication in Your Majesty’s Gracious 
Speech of any intention to deal at all ade- 
quately with this subject.” —(M>. Whittaker.) 


Question proposed, * ‘That those words 


be there added.” 
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*COLONEL BLUNDELL (Lancashire, 
Ince) protested against the references 
made by the hon. Member for the Spen 
Valley Division to Wigan. He had no 
hesitation in saying that neither the 
chairman of the watch committee nor 
the Mayor of Wigan would encourage 
drunkenness any more than the hon. 
Member opposite. 


*sim WILLIAM HOULDSWORTH 
(Manchester, N.W.): Those of us who 
sit on this side of the House, and yet 
have much sympathy with the views 
expressed by the mover and seconder of 
this Amendment, feel that they have two 
difficulties to contend with in dealing 
with this question on this occasion. One 
is that an Amendment to the Address 
is generally viewed as a vote of want of 
confidence in the Government, and, 
that being the case, if the hon. Member 
goes to a division, we shall have some 
dificulty, I am afraid, in following him. 
The second difficulty is that we are in 
ignorance at the present moment as to 
exactly what it is His Majesty's Govern- 


ment have in their minds in regard to. V Or th ; ‘ 
I believe it will be essential, but there is 


carrying out the statement of the King’s 
Speech in reference to this licensing ques- 
tion. Many of us have examined it 
very carefully, and have endeavoured 
to conjecture what it meant, but we have 
failed to derive very much comfort from 


it, or, in fact, to imagine what the pro- | j A: 
coupled with compensation. 


posal is. I am one of those—and there 
area considerable number on this side 


119 Freprvuary 1901} 


ot the House—who, while not anxious | 


to press upon the Government drastic 
and impracticable measures, do earnestly 
believe that the time has come when 


progress should be made with regard to | 


temperance reform. 
notwithstanding some remarks of the 
seconder of the Amendment, that there 
isa very large body of Members on this 
side of the House who will support the | 
Government in bringing forward, and 
vote in this House for moderate and 
reasonable measures of reform, which, 
after all, although moderate and reason- | 
able, may be very beneficial indeed and | 
pave the way for further legislation in | 
the future. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: | am 
sorry to interrupt, but that is exactly | 
what I endeavoured to say. 


I venture to say, , 0" ‘ J 
‘reforms which are simple and complete 
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number of Members on the other side 
heartily in favour of temperance reform. 


*Sir WILLIAM HOULDSWORTH : 
I am glad if I misunderstood the hon. 
Member. The Home Secretary the other 
day seemed to be very much afraid of 
entering upon legislation connected with 
the licensing law, and apparently he gave 
as his reason that he would have to face 
the difficult question of the reduction 
of licenses coupled with the thorny 
subject of compensation. I hope that 
that was not really the Home Secretary’s 
own feeling. | think he was a little 
misled, perhaps, by the deputation which 
appeared before him, because I rather 
think that that deputation had not so 
much in their minds the reforms that 
many of us have in our minds ; they 
wished to impress upon the Home Secre- 
tary the very reasonable and beneficial 
character of the scheme of reduction and 
compensation which they recommended. 
I venture tosuggest that we should leave 
aside for the present that large question 
ot reduction and compensation. I am 
in favour of the reduction of licenses, and 


a great deal of work to be done before 
we get to that question. If we put that 
in the fore-front of anything we attempt 
it will only block the way and prevent 
us doing a great deal of good which 
might pave the way to such a reduction 
It is some- 
times said that piecemeal legislation is 
bad legislation. I do not think it is. 
I can fancy that in regard to some sub- 
jects piecemeal legislation may do harm 
if it is ragged legislation, but I think 
we could show the Home Secretary that 
on this question there are a number of 


}in themselves which might be taken up 


the question of compensation at all. 


and earried into law without interfering 
at all with further progress, and which 
would be most beneficial. 

The question of compensation is always 
dragged across the path of temperance 
reform, but the Report of the Royal Com- 
mission consisted of five parts, and in 
the first part, relating to England and 


‘Wales, there are forty-three recommen- 


dations which have nothing to do with 
In- 
deed, it is only when we come to the fifth 


I acknow- | part that the question of compensatior 


ledged the fact that there were a large|{is dealt with. My hon. friend opposite 


Fourth Day, 
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has suggested some reforms which, | 


agree, will be most beneficial and are 
demanded. Having been a member of 


the Royal Commission, I venture to say 
that the hon. Member has not exagger- 
rated in the slightest degree the evidence 
that was brought before us. | am quite 
prepared to stand by the words the hon. 
Member has used, and to say that in 
many parts of the country the present 
administration of the licensing laws is 
ina scandalous condition. 
a question of temperance reform. It 
is a question of the reform of the admini- 
stration of the present law ; and if the 
(iovernment are afraid of entering upon 
purely temperance legislation, surely 
they ought not to be afraid of reforming 
the administration of our existing licens- 
ing law. 

L will not weary the House by giving 
a long catalogue ot the various reforms 
that are suggested in these Reports. A 
large number of them, as the hon. Mem- 
her pointed out, were unanimous recom- 
mendations hy both sides of the Com 
mission, including the trade. and | 
venture to say that the trade ought to 
he bound by the action of their delegates 
in regard to them. I also believe that 
the Majority Report in many of its reeom- 
mendations not only represents what 
temperance reformers desire, but re- 
presents the opinion of the public out- 
side - that these are reforms which should 
he undertaken at once by the respon- 
sible Government of the country. One 
simple reform that might be undertaken 

it is so simple a matter that | am almost 
ashamed to mention it—is the holding 
of the licensing session in March instead 
of August and September, when the re- 
newal of licences and the granting of 
new licences is very loosely done, because 
in the various localities the people are 
away at that time of the year. Then 


there is the reform that a _ licence 
should not be renewed in the ease of a 
house under £12 rateable value. Off- 


licenees should be under the control of 
the licensing authorities, and the dis- 
tance in regard to bona-fide travellers 
should be extended. Then there is 
the power to arrest for simple drunken- 
ness, and of dealing with habitual 
drunkards. There is also the important 
question, unanimously recommended. by 
both the Commission, to 


is 


sides of 


Sir William Houldsworth, 
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the limit of age at which children 
should be served with drink. I believe 
that public opinion has been thoroughly 
roused on this question, and that it has 
a great deal of sympathy from many 
who have no liking whatever for what js 
called ordinary temperance reform. It 
is strongly felt that if we cannot in 
our generation remove the stigma of 
drunkenness, which unfortunately 
attaches to our nation, we should en. 
deavour to prevent the next generation 
from falling into the evil. There is in 
addition the very important question of 
clubs, which is not exclusively a temper- 
anee question. | do not know whether 
the Home Secretary will venture to take 
that question up. L[ feel that the more 
the number of public-houses is decreased 
the more the growing evil of clubs will 
increase. The proposals of the Com- 
mission with regard to clubs are not at 
all drastic. They do not interfere with 
hona-fide clubs, but would put a stop to 
bogus and drinking clubs which are 
often set up for the sole purpose of drink- 
ing, and carried on by some publiean 
who has his The regula- 
tions proposed would improve the cone 
dition of working men’s clubs, many 
of which are admirably conducted and 
free from the stain of drunkenness, but 
many of which would be better for the 
publie eye being turned upon them. 
These and many other recommenda- 
tions | think the Covernment might 
take up, and I trust the Home Secretary 
and the Government will take a more 
courageous attitude this subject. 
Up to a certain point this is becoming 
less and less a party question, and it 
will find a great deal of support from 
these benches. I have had an_ oppor- 
tunity during the past few weeks ol 
ascertaining the views of a large number 
of Members on this side of the House, 
and [ am surprised to find the change 
that has taken place in public opinion 
on this question since | first entered 
this House. We are not fanaties. We 
will be found to be most reasonable, 
but if the Government does not move 
we shall have to be unreasonable. | 
do not ask for a comprehensive Bill. 
[ simply ask the Government to deal 
with of the urgent reforms Tre- 
commended in the Report of the Royal 
Commission, and to give their support 


lost licence, 


on 
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to any private Bill introduced for this 
object, which would, without their assis- 
tance, have only a remote chance of 
becoming law. 

Masor JAMESON (Clare, W.) con 
tended that instead of reducing the nuim- 
ber of licences the Government should 
go to the root of the question and see 
that what was sold in public-houses 
was good and wholesome. Much of 
the spirits sold in this country was im- 
ported from Germany, Sweden, and 
Denmark, and was manufactured from 
sawdust and shavings by what was known 
as the sulphurie acid process. It was 
this sort of stuff that produced the mis- 
chiefs of which so much complaint was 
made, and at a recent exhibition it was 
used to clean the elephants with. If 
attention was not given to this matter 
they in Ireland would have to seriously 
consider the question whether they 
should in the future produce barley or 
sawdust. He hoped the House would 
pause before taking away the vested 
interest in licensed houses such as was 
admitted to exist in Ireland, and not 
run amuck against all licensed houses 
with so-called temperance reformers. 
The great check in Ireland was that it 
anyone broke the law he lost his licence. 
He denied that there was any wide- 
spread desire to deprive of licences a 
class of traders in commodities which 
bore the brunt of taxation. If the tem- 
perance party had their way they would 
reform the trade off the face of the earth, 
and then they would have the greater 
evil of unlicensed public-houses or she- 
beens. If the House would that 
arsenic was not put in beer, and that 
whisky was not made from 
it would do far more towards promoting 
temperance than by reducing the number 
of licences, and taking the bread out 
of the mouths of people who were conduct- 
ing their business in an honourable way. 
Would England like to have its trade 
interfered with, simply because of the 
fads of some gentlemen who did not 
understand the question? [An How. 
Member laughed.| That laugh was pro- 
bably the exhilaration of adulterated tea. 
the licensing question was one of the 
most serious questions of the day, because 
the trade was the backbone of the taxa- 
tion of the country. He did not remon- 
strate with the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer on the question of licensing, 
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but on the subject of foreign spirits 
which were not taxed, and he asked that 
when the question of licensing was being 
considered, the Government should. also 
consider the question of the sale of dele- 
terious compounds produced in foreign 
countries, and sold in this country under 
names which they had no right to bear. 
He never heard of Danish whisky, or 
Swedish whisky, or German whisky, 
hut compounds from these countries 
were bottled in bond, and fraudently 
imposed on the publie as Irish whisky. 
He objected to that, and he felt sure that 
the Government would consider it before 
interfering with the vested interests in 
a trade which had always found money 
for taxation. It could not be shown 
that the licensing system in Ireland was 
The drink bill in Ireland was 
£2 14s. per head. but the sober people of 
England spent £4 5s. per head. In 
Ireland they had not only a better licen- 
sing systen., but they had better stuff. 
They were always asked in Ireland to 
take their opinions from England, and 
England for sobriety and 


a bad one. 


+ oe 
LO go to 


licensing reform. They declined. They 
did not want English licensing ; they 


did not want English liquor, but they 
asked England to take theirs. They did 
not wish licensed houses to sell as an 
Irish commodity a compound made in 
Germany or Denmark. ‘There was one 
thing that the Government should con- 
sider, and that was whether they were 
going to rob people who had invested 
money in a trade which was always 
sanctioned by law. Lf the Government 
abolished all licences to-morrow, how 
would the teetotalers like to see tea and 
soda water taxed? They would then be 
all found drinking London water. He 
would conclude by making an entreaty 
to the Government to deal with the 
question of commodities. If they found 


‘that adulteration was rife, and that the 


public health suffered, then let them not 
spare such licensed houses as sold such 
compounds, because they had broken the 
law. But as long as licensed houses 
carried on theirtrade in a fairand honour- 
able manner, any Government worthy. 
of the name of a government would not 
interfere with them, notwithstanding all 
that the faddists of the nation might say. 


Sm MARK STEWART (Kirkecud- 
bright) : Ina somewhat amusing speech 
2B Fourth Day, 
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the hon. and gallant Gentleman stated 
that the people would not drink Scotch 
whisky in Ireland. I would reply that 
we would not drink Irish whisky in 
Scotland, a liquor which I heard described 
in this House as “ a torchlight procession 
down one’s throat,” and I think no one 
accustomed to Scotch whisky would 
favour it. I do hope that some good will 
come of this debate. The matter is one 
in which the whole country is of one way 
of thinking. although not much was said 
about it at the General Election. 1 
believe in every constituency, certainly 
in every Scotch constituency of which | 
have knowledge—and I have knowledge 
of a good many—it was held that legis- 
lation on the lines laid down by the 
Royal Commission must take place ; and 
it would not be well, under these circum- 
stances, for the Government, with its 
great majority, to do nothing during the 
present Parliament. I think, however, 
that the tone of the proposer and seconder 
of this Amendment was somewhat harsh 
as regards the position of the Govern- 
ment. [I do not condemn the Govern- 
ment. They have introduced a sentence 
on the subject into the King’s Speech. 
What that may be worth I do not know, 
but it may be worth—and I rather think 
it will be worth—a great deal more than 
some hon. Members seem to think. 
Therefore | give the Government every 
credit for yielding to the wishes of the 
country, provided that they see, as I am 
satisfied they do, the great urgency and 
importance of the question. It is not 
that Englishmen attach any great import- 
ance to drastic measures. I have been in 
Parliament tor, more or less, twenty-five 
years, and | have never yet seen one of 
those great reforms foreshadowed at the 
commencement of any carried 
into law. Almost the only measure of 
any utility affecting Scotland which was 
carried during the last twenty-five years 
namely, the closing at an earlier hour 
at the wish of the town councils in the 
burghs, was really carried by myself. The 
hon. Baronet the Member for North-west 
Manchester foreshadowed several impor- 
tant measures. It is true they were sinall 


session 


ones, compared with the larger measures 
foreshadowed by the Royal Commission ; 
but if several of them were passed in the 
present Parliament we should be much 
the better for them, and | believe they 


Sir Mark: Stewart. 
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would tend to give us a more sober 
people, and to put licensing reform on a 
much better basis. Those of us who 
know anything about licensing in Seot- 
land know it is not a question of liquor, 
but really a question of administration, 
and if the question of administration is 
better attended to in the measures which 
the Government may give us no one will 
be more satisfied than I will be. 


*Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) : I think the 
Irish Members entitled to 
explanation from the Government on 
this licensing question, so far as it affects 
Ireland. We have heard from 
benches eloquent speeches on the tempe- 
rance question. I, for one, do not object 
to home rule for England in temperance 
matters. If you want legislation to deal 
with the evils existing in England, let it 
be confined to England. The general 
rule on these temperance matters is that 
Gentlemen from the Liberal 
bring forward temperance measures, and 
apply them not to England but to Ire- 
land. Ireland is used as a_ place to 
experiment upon, and as a kind of dump- 
ing ground for temperance fads. [ 
think, therefore, the Irish Members are 
entitled to know from the Government, 
if they are really serious about bringing 
in temperance legislation, whether it is 
to apply to Ireland. You passed a 
Sunday Closing Act for Ireland, but 
there is no Sunday Closing Act for 
England. We who have experience of 
the working of the Sunday Closing Aet 
in the West of Ireland know that that 
Act has closed no house which would 
not have been closed it it had never come 
into operation. All the respectable houses 
would close of their own accord on Sun- 
days, and as a matter of fact, the Sunday 
Closing Act has really been a Sunday 
Opening Act for all low-class public 
1ouses. 


are some 


these 


benches 


The hon. Member who introduced this 
amendment referred to the police corrup- 
tion in Manchester, Wigan, and other 
cities in this country. We know that!in 
Ireland police corruption on a smaller 
scale has also occurred. From my own 
experience 1 know that the police, instead 
of enforeing the Sunday Closing Act 
with an equal hand and with equal 
justice, use it as an engine very often for 
political and personal spite. A certain 
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class of publicans are harassed, whereas 
another class are allowed to sell as much 
as they like on Sundays. I myself, 
having been appointed a magistrate 
under the Local Government Act, had 
to complain about the conduct of the 
police in this very respect. But I could 
obtain no satisfaction. In fact, other 
magistrates and myself have been sneered 
at because we are Nationalists. If you 
put in force any law of great severity 
it is almost bound to lead to corruption 
0’. the part of the men who are called 
upon to administer it. If, therefore, you 
increase the restrictions at present exist- 
ing, how are you to guard against cor- 
ruption on even a wider scale? On that 
ground alone I object to any further 
attempts to make people sober by Act of 
Parliament, or to make them temperate 
by methods of coercion. The ordinary 
individual would not drink a glass of 
whisky more simply because there were 
a hundred public-houses in a_ street 
instead of ten. Of course foolish and 
stupid people will get drunk no matter 
what legislation you may pass, and to 
say that because a few idiotic individuals 
get drunk the reasonable habits of ordi- 


nary men are to be hampered is a pro- | 


posal which this House should not tole- 
rate. My reason for interfering in 
this debate is simply to object to any 
further extension of licensing restric- 
tions to Ireland. If you want them in 
England | will not object. The hon. 
Member who moved the amendment 
referred to the terrible drunkenness 
prevailing in some parts of England. 
[ have had some experience of that my- 
self. [ remember attending a meeting 
held in a colliery village in the North of 
England—it was called a “ village ’—of 
10,000 inhabitants. The day happened 
to be pay-day, and [ never saw such a 
state of drunkenness before. 
Irish meeting was over, which I attended, 
[remember that every place I went to, | 
saw nearly every man, woman and child 
in a drunken condition. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid) : 
As one of the Members for Durham | 
should like to know the name of that 
village. I venture to say that the hon. 
Member cannot find a village in the north 
of England which in any way comes 
near his description. I hope he will! 


use more careful language. 


{19 FEBR 


After the | 
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| *Mr. TULLY: I have great personal 
respect for the hon. Gentleman, and I do 
not wish to hurt his feelings particu- 
larly. If he would like the name of the 
village I will give it to him afterwards. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON : I wish to have 


/it now. 


*Mr. TULLY : It was in the village of 
Hetton-le-hole. ] 


Mr. JOHN WILSON : It is untrue. 


*Mr. TULLY: I was a witness of it 
myself. When I was looking for a ear 
to take me to the station, every place | 
went into appeared to be crawling with 
drunkenness, and I could not get a 
vehicle to carry me to the nearest 
railway station there were so many 
people drunk in the place. I do not 
object to any coercion, any Crimes Act 
you may introduce to put down intem- 
perance of that description. I never 
saw any thing like it in Ireland, and I 


hope [ never shall. I hope in this 
|matter the Government will confine 
treo = eae z : 

their legislation to England. When 


we brought forward the question of the 
over-taxation of Ireland the hon. Gen- 
(tleman who moved this Amendment 
was one of our most conspicuous and 


|able opponents, and although he would 


not give us Home Rule in the matter 
of financial relations | am quite willing 
to give him Home Rule in the matter 
of temperance legislation. I have seen 
it stated that one of the methods of 
dealing with this question is to wipe 
out all public houses under a certain 
valuation in Ireland without compensa- 
tion. There is also another proposal. 
In obedience to some circular or mandate 
issued from Dublin Castle, the county 
court judges in Ireland—a respectable 
body of men—were summoned to meet, 
and came to the conclusion to recom- 
mend to the Government that all licens- 
ing business in Ireland should be taken 
out of the hands of the local magistrate 
and put into the hands of the county 
court judges. I object to giving them any 
further power in these matters. I think 
they are entirely unfitted to deal with 


licensing questions in Ireland, by their 


political as well as their legal training. 


| Moreover, they have quite enough to 


Fourth Day. 








D&d 


Adjournment of 


do at present. The ery never went up 
in Ireland for abolishing the jurisdiction 
of ord inary magistrates until, owing 
to the operation of the Local Govern- 
ment Act, men like myself, elected by 
the votes of the people, were able to take 


our seats on the magisterial bench. 
And because such men have become 


magistrates it is suddenly discovered 
that everything wrong is now done by 
the local magistrates and the Govern- 
ment are accordingly asked to abolish 
their jurisdiction and to hand over the 
question of licensing to the county 


court judges. Another proposal is to, ' 


hand over the licensing administration 
of Ireland solely to the paid magistrates. 
I think that is equally objectionable. 
In fact, if I had to choose between the 
two classes [ should prefer the county 
court judges. Whatever chance of fair 
play or independence or consideration 
for the people that might be looked 
for—and it might be very small— 
would be found among the county 
court judges rather than among the 
promoted policemen who figure as resi- 
dent magistrates. 

I think the Secretary of State for the 

Home Department outlined recently 
a very wise alternative scheme, by which 
the vice of intemperance could be dealt 
with in a satisfactory manner. He said 
that if intemperance was to be combated 
the people must be housed in’ proper 
houses. I am very glad to see that the 
King is identified with that question, 
and [ hope that during the opening years 
of his reign legislation regarding it will 
be passed, because it is on the lines of 
improving the dwellings of the poor that 
you can effect retl temperance reform. 
When we consider the miserable shims 
in which these people have to live, and 
the miserable cabins in Ireland, often 
with nine or ten persons in a single room, 
is it any wonder, that, worn out with 
hard and constant toil, these people 
should at the end of the week seek some 
respite by recourse to indulgence in 
drink? As long as the poorer classes are 
housed— 
*Mr. SPEAKER: ‘The hon Member 
would not be in order in discussing the 
housing of the working classes on an 
Amendment having reference to 
licensing reform. 


Mr. Tully. 


{COMMONS} 


the House. 


*Mr. TULLY: I do not, in any way, 
wish to disregard your ruling, Sir. I was 
merely pointing out an alternative to 
that raised by the motion. In my ex- 
perience the gentlemen who so strenu- 
ously advocate the question of tem- 
perance are generally employers who are 
trying to get more out of their men at 
lower wages. They think that by pre- 
venting the working men from spending 
money on drink, they will be able to get 
them to work for less wages. There is 
nothing straightforward about them, 
although they pose as possessing a mono- 
poly of all the Christian virtues, whereas 
any of us who differ even slightly from 
them are sinners who ought to be 
cast out into the wilderness. My expe- 
rience of these gentlemen is that they 
make their temperance fads a stalking 
horse for their own profit, and for the 
purpose of getting more work out of 
their workpeople. I think, however, 
if these temperance fanatics are com- 
pared to the men who resist their ideas 
it will be found that the latier are just 
as straightforward and as anxious for the 
good of the people. My own experience 
is that whenever we put forward in our 
local hedies any housing or water scheme 
the men who oppose it are generally 
those who are distinguished as temperance 
advocates. [ am certain the House 
will not consent to any legislation on 
this question unless men of all classes 
and all parties assent to it. 
me that the gentlemen who are most 
desirous of promoting temperance legis- 
lation are the gentlemen who will give 


no freedom of opinion to others, and who: 


will allow no one to differ from them 


without calling them vile names. 


It being midnight, the debate stood: 


adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


DECLARATIONS OF 
STATES. 


HEADS OF 


Address 
Oaths or Declarations touching religion 
which are made on their accession to 
power by the Heads of the following 
States: Great Britain and_ Ireland, 
Empire of Germany, United States, 
France, Austro - Hungary.” — (Colonel 
Nolan.) 


Adjourned at two minutes after 


Twelve of the clock.- 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 20th February, 1901. 


The House met at Two of the clock. 


———— 


PETITIONS. 





BEER BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from West Sussex ; 
Newport (twenty); Cherrington (three) ; 





_Tibberton (six); Kynnersley (two) ; 
' Market Drayton ; Great Chatwell (two) ; 


§ Horton; Donnington (two); Lilleshall 
(five); Heath Hill; Edgmond (six) ; 
: Caynton (two); Edgmond Common ; 


F Chetwynd (two) ; Pickstock ; and Chet- 
‘ wynd Park; to lie upon the Table. 


; CHURCH DISCIPLINE. 
F ~= Petition from Stroud Green, for altera- 
F tion of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


F ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (HIGHER 
GRADE AND EVENING CONTINU A- 
TION SCHOOLS). 

» Petitions for alteration of Law, from 

| Leicester ; and Norwich ; to lie upon the 


Table. 


OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUA- 
TION ACT, 1896. 

Petitions for alteration of Law, from 
Sunderland ; and Cannock; to lie upon 
the Table. 


POOR LAW 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Newport Pag- 
nell; and Fenny Stratford ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Surbiton; and 
Glasgow (two) ; to lie upon the Table. 


¥ te 


— RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
ACVIL =SERVICE (SUPPLEMENTARY 
ESTIMATES, 1900-1901). 
Estimate presented, of the Further 
Sums required to be voted for the Service 


VOL, LXXXIX. [FourTH SERIEs. | 
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of the year ending 31st March, 1901 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 29.] 


SAINT VINCENT. 
Copy presented, of the Amending 
Prison Rules, 1900 [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 

Copy presented, of Minute of the Board 
of Education, dated 31st July, 1900, 
modifying Article 101 (g) of the Day 
School Coue, 1900 [by Command] ; to he 
upon the Table. 


SEA FISHERIES OF THE 
KINGDOM. 

Copy ordered, of “Statistical Tables 
and Memorandum relating to the Sea 
Fisheries of the United Kingdom in the 
year 1900, including also a Return show- 
ing the Quantity of Fish carried by rail- 
way from each of the Principal Ports of 
England and Wales, Scotland, and Ire- 
land, in each year from 1895 to 1900, 
inclusive (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper, No. 58, of Session 1900).”—Jr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


UNITED 


Copy presented accordingly; to lie 


upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
32.] 
FOREIGN TRADE AND COMMERCE. 


Copy ordered, “of Monthly Accounts 
relating to the Trade and Commerce of 
certain Foreign Countries and British 
Possessions.” —(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 

Copy presented accordingly; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
33. ] 


ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HIS 
MAJESTY’S MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 


{FrrtH DAyY’s DEBATE.] 

Order read for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Amendment [19th February] 
to Question [14th February], “That an 
humble Address be presented to His 
Majesty, as followeth— 

“ Most Gracious Sovereign, 


“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the 
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United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, in Parliament assembied, beg 
leave to ofier our humble thanks to Your 


Majesty for the Gracious Speech which | 


Your Majesty has addressed to both 
Houses of Parliament.”—(JM/r. Forster.) 


And which Amendment was— 


“At the end of the Question to add the 
-words—‘ But we humbly express our regret to 
Your Majesty that, having regard to the Reports 
of the recent Royal Commission on the Licensing 
Laws and the widespread desire which exists 
that some effort should be made to diminish 
the evil, which they describe as gigantic and a 
national degradation, there is no indication in 
Your Majesty’s Gracious Speech of any inten- 
tion to deal at all adequately with this sub- 
ject.’ ”"—( Mr. Whittaker.) 


Question again proposed, “That those 
words be there added.” 


LICENSING LAWs. 


*Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): I shall not 
detain the House at any great length to- 
day. When my remarks were interrupted 
by the twelve o'clock rule last night I was 
dealing with the aspects of the temperance 
question as it affects Irishmen in Ireland. 
I think a most important aspect which 
should concern Irish Members is also the 
restrictions on Irishmen in England and 
Scotland. There are many millions of our 
race scattered over these countries, and 
they have only one direct representative in 
this House. The constituencies have 
been so arranged that they have been 
deprived of the representation they are 
entitled to. I think restrictions dealing 
with the number of public-houses will 
press particularly upon the Irish in Great 

3ritain. When the Irish were driven 

over here in the famine years to seek a 
miserable existence the few who rose 
above the ranks of the ordinary labourer 
in the North of England and parts of 
Scotland were generally to be found in 
two or three avocations. A certain num- 
ber of them succeeded as pawnbrokers, 
marine store dealers, and publicans. 
{Cries of “Oh!” and laughter.| I mean 

Irishmen of the second generation whose 
parents were driven over here as labourers. 
{Laughter.}| I am sorry that some of my 
friends do not agree with me, but that 
has been my experience. I have noticed 
in some districts that a great many 


Irishmen were unfortunately obliged to 
follow the avocation of a publican. 


{COMMONS} 
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| I will take Glasgow as an instance of 
/how temperance restrictions are applied 
'to Irishmen. Glasgow is municipally the 
‘most admirably managed city in the 
United Kingdom. I remember that some 
time ago the corporation brought an 
improvement scheme before Parliament, 
It was an extraordinary improvement 
scheme. One clause was so strong that 
if a man set a dog or a cat after a mouse 
in the street he was liable to be arrested 
and imprisoned. Under that scheme it 
was proposed to wipe out the houses in a 
certain area, and the area selected was 
the particular quarter where there was 
the greatest number of Irishmen holding 
public-houses. These Irishmen got no 
compensation. They simply got five or 
six years’ notice and their property was 
taken from them by the Puritans of 


the King’s Speech. 


Glasgow, and the result of this con- 
fiscation was that a monopoly was 
created for the Scotch — publicans 
in the neighbourhood. Glasgow is 


a particular example of what vou will 
achieve by harassing temperance legisla- 
tion. I have been often in Glasgow, and 
I know from experience that there is 
more drunkenness there than in any other 
city in the kingdom. They have many 
inventions in Glasgow for evading the 
licensing laws, and a sort of cemoralisa- 
tion is created by unnecessary restrictions 
on the ordinary habits of the people. I 
have seen more drunken men in Glasgow 
on Sunday than I have ever seen in any 
city in ireland or in the whole of Ireland. 
If a man wants arefreshment on Sunday 
he has to descend to a subterfuge to get 
it, and thus they demoralise the man, and 
probably pave the way for his total down- 
fall. In England and Scotland some of 
the best supporters of Liberals on these 
benches are Irish publicans, who cast 
their own trade interests aside, and 
support the Liberals as Home Rulers, 
but we were told by the hon. Member 
for the Spen Valley Division — that 
when they come into power they will 
have revenge on the publicans. I have 
not paid very much attention to the 
temperance question myself, but I am in 
favour of giving a licence to every man 
who asks for it, but I should make it a 
condition that when there was one con- 
viction against him he should never more 
have a licence. So long as the Liberal 
party have leaders like the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for East Fife, and 
a tail like the hon. Member for the Spen 
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Valley Division, who wishes to confiscate 
the property of publicans 





*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. 
must confine himself to the 
before the House. 


Member 
question 


*Mr. TULLY: Well, I was referring 
to an argument that fell from the hon. 
Member for the Spen Valley Division. 
The hon. baronet the Member for Kir- 
cudbrightshire last night indulged in a 
joke in regard to Irish whisky. He said 
it was like a torchlight procession going 
down a man’s throat. That joke is 
twenty-five years old. 


Sik MARK STEWART  (Kircud- 
brightshire): It was originally from the 
Irish benches. 


*Mr. TULLY: But it appears to have 
taken twenty-five years to penetrate the 
Scotch perception of humour. Two or 
three years ago I heard of some friends 
who were at an hotel in Scotland, and 
on a Thursday, which was wet, they 
were unable to go out fishing. They 
remained in the hotel and began to play 
billiards. The proprietor came into the 
room in an advanced state of intoxication 
and would not allow them to proceed with 
the game. His wife afterwards explained 
that he was in the habit of getting drunk 
on the “Sawhath,” and that he had mis- 
taken Thursday for the ‘‘ Sawbath.” 


*Mr. SPEAKER reminded the hon. 
Member that there was a rule of the 
House against irrelevancy. 


*Mr. TULLY: I was merely replying 
to the attack made by the hon. Baronet 
on one of Ireland’s national products. 
I objected to this temperance legislation 
because some of the most prominent men 
in the movement are employers who are 
simply anxious in the temperance cause 
because they hope to get their workmen 
at less wages. 


*Mr. SPEAKER again called the hon. 
Member to order, and asked him to con- 
fine himself to the question before the 
House. 


*Mr. TULLY: I shall pass from that 
subject. I was interrupted last night by 
the hon. Member for Mid Durham. I 
know that the Irish of Durham have a 
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very high esteem for the hon. Mem 
ber, and I personally have very great 
esteem for him. He questioned certain 
facts which I gave with respect to 
a village I visited. When I was there I 
happened to have my camera with me and 
I took snapshots of the scenes of drunken- 
ness which I witnessed. I have shown 
them to friends as pictures from real life 
in an English village. I think that the 
remedy for intemperance is not to be 
found in such legislation as that proposed 
by hon. Members on these benches. I 
think that a good deal of the evils of 
which they complain arise from the 
grinding commercialism and the grind- 
ing industrialism, which is wiping out so 
much rural life here and in Ireland, and 
killing all the joy of life in these coun- 
tries. A poor man, whatever his ambi- 
tion, if he makes any savings, cannot now 
become a small shopkeeper or tradesman, 
as formerly. He has to go on in the same 
groove. Zola, in one of his novels, has 
described the effect of big concerns—how 
they brutalise the people. 


the King’s Speech. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I must remind the 
hon. Member that he is not confining 
himself to the Amendment. 


*Mr. TULLY: I will not incur your 
censure any further. Drunkenness and 
intemperance are symptoms of a disease 
caused by industrialism and commercial- 
ism, and until some statesman deals with 
the subject in a broad spirit and not in 
the petty way suggested in the Amend- 
ment, we shall not have the peace and 
prosperity we should like in this country. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) : 
[ confess that I have listened to the later 
stages of this debate with the greatest 
possible pain. Whatever view individual 
Members of this House may take of this 
question, it ought to be recognised and it 
ought to be treated as one of the most 
serious questions of the day, and I have 
no patience with Irish Members who 
furnish amusement for Englishmen in 
this House. We are sent for a very 
different purpose and we shall have to 
furnish them with something else than 
amusement and laughter if we are to do 
any good in this House. I have no kind 
of liking for an Irish Member posturing 
as a kind of Handy Andy for the amuse- 
ment and the contempt of English 
I do not intend 
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to apply that in any but a general sense, 
but the tone of the hon. Member’s remarks 
was worthy of Charles Lever’s novels and 
not of the House of Commons. I do 
not think the Irish people will at all relish 
the idea of an Irishman providing amuse- 
ment and laughter for Englishmen in this 
House. 

But apart from this, I 
to say that whatever my own views 
may be as to what is right and 
what ought to be done I have no desire 
to ask the Government to do that which 
is impossible. You cannot go in advance 
of public opinion in this matter, and if 
you attempt it you will be driven hack, 
and you will not get forward. I am 
not one of those who are inclined iv the 
least to tilt at the moon and to ask the 
Government to do things which cannot 
be done, and ought not to be done in 
the present state of public opinion. When 
I say that, surely there is ample margin 
short of the impossible for the Govern- 
ment to take action upon. Surely there 
is ample margin for moderate and reason- 
able legislation on this question which 
will carry the assent of the House of 
Commons, and, what is still more, 
even carry the assent of the best 
portion of the trade itself. There 
is one matter as regards Ireland, 
and one only, to which I will refer in the 
absence of the Chief Secretary, but, after 
all, Ireland is under the Home Office in 
this matter. The House were told last 
night that nothing ought to be done as 
regards Ireland. Surely in the face of 
the way the licensing business of the 
country is carried on at the present 
moment no responsible man will say that. 
What takes place now! I do not say 
that it has just commenced in Ireland, 
because the old magistrates were quite as 
bad as the new ones. [Nationalist cries 
of “ Worse.”] So far as this drink trade 
is concerned, they have made Ireland a 
place in which there is a larger proportion 
of public-houses to population than in 
any other part of the United Kingdom. 
Her small towns are literally filled with 
public houses. Before any licensing 
session is held the magistrates of the 
whole county are actively canvassed ; they 
travel twenty, thirty, or forty miles after 
being canvassed openly and above board 
in fairs and markets, take their seats upon 
the benches at these far-distant places, 
overrule, by the votes they have 


desire 


and 


promised before the evidence is given, the 


Mr. T. W. Russell. 
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| local magistrates, who, knowing the cir- 
cumstances of the district, desire to refuse 
the licence. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Tem- 
perance people canvass also. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL : No, they do not. 
I was never canvassed—never once. But 
what difference would it make? The evil 
would simply be intensified if magistrates 
with temperance sympathies allowed 
themselves to be canvassed. It merely 
shows the intensity of the evil, and the 
necessity for a remedy. I am not going 
to urge any change in the licensing 
authority. Certainly, I am not going to 
propose that the county court judges or 
resident magistrates should be the licens- 
ing authority. What change is made 
must be on the responsibility of the 
Government, but it is absolutely impos- 
sible from the standpoint of the ad- 
ministration of justice, altogether apart 
from the licensing system, that this 
canvassing should be allowed to pro- 
ceed any further in Ireland. It is 
really ruining and destroying the country. 
I am not in favour of forcing legislation 
in Opposition to the wishes of the people, 
hut when you come to a great crying and 
admitted evil like this it is absolutely neces- 
sary that the Government should stepinand 
prevent the evil going any further than 
it has already gone. That is not an ex- 
travagant demand to make upon the 
Government. The Chief Secretary for 
Ireland knows the facts, because they 
have been placed before the Government 
by the county court judges and by those 
whopreside over courts of quarter session, 
and [ say that if the Government are not 
prepared to remedy this evil they ought 
at all events to do what the Government 
did in 1871—they should support a 
Suspensory Bill stopping the issue of new 
licences until they can make up their 
minds as toa proper licensing authority. 
I had no intention of intervening in this 
debate until I heard what pained me 
from the other side of the House. I 
have intervened from a strong sense of 
duty, and I am perfectly certain that 
both as regards Ireland and Great Britain 
if my right hon. friend will have the 
courage to face what can be faced with 
the consent of all parties he will find a 
support in this House and of the country 
of which he little dreams. 
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Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : 
The hon. Member for South Leitrim said 
that he had given but very scant consi- 
deration to the temperance question, and , 
he rather justified his statement by his 
speech. Ihave given some forty years 
consideration to the subject, and I should 
like, if possible, to bring the House back 
to the practical consideration of this 
most important Amendment—the most 
important, I have no hesitation in saying, 
that will be brought before the House in 
regard to the King’s Speech. 

The last speaker said that all he asked 
from the Government was that they 
should bring forward legislation which 
was not beyond or in advance of public 
opinion. I will ask the Government for 
less than that: I do not want them to do 
more than to meet public opinion half 
way. I think they will have no difficulty 
in bringing forward something that will 
receive general assent on both sides of the 
House, and be of the very greatest value 
to the community at large. There is a 
reference in His Majesty’s Speech to the 
licensing question, but we do not know 
what it means. I sincerely trust, from 
something which fell in the debate last 
night, that the Government mean a very 
great deal more than appears from the 
brief statement in the King’s Speech. If 
so, I will try to define how the Govern- 
ment may safely go a good deal further 
without any serious opposition from any 


party in this House, from either 
political party in the country, 
from the trade itself, or from the 


temperance party. I think if it is shown 
that a scheme is feasible that will go a 
long way in the direction of licensing 
reform, and receive all this support, it 
will be a very serious thing for the 
Government to refuse to introduce legis- 
lation. The Commission (of which I was 
a member) referred to in the Amend- 
ment were entirely agreed with regard 
to the first four portions of the Report. 
Lord Peel, the chairman, took the whole 
Commission along with him in the con- 
sideration of his Draft Report until he 
reached the fifth portion, which deals 
with the reduction of the number of 
public-houses and compensation. We 
may therefore claim that as to the lines 
upon which the first four portions of the 
Report proceed, both sides are practically 
inagreement. I propose in what I have 
to say to exclude altogether the fifth 
portion of the Report, whether in the ' 
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Minority or in the Majority Report, from 
my consideration. If the Government 
are wise they will do the same. It is 
really the only portion of the Report 
which contains any very serious contro- 
versy, and a great deal may be done in 
the direction of temperance reform with- 
out touching either of the two vexed 
questions to which I have referred. 

The Amendment divides itself into 
three portions: it first calls attention to 
the Report of the Royal Commission and 
to the fact that very little is said in His 
Majesty’s Speech in regard to it ; it then 
comments on and emphasises — the 
widespread desire for legislation; snd 
then it says “there is no indication in 
your Majesty’s gracious Speech of any 
intention to deal at all adequately 
with this subject.” There are many 
reasons for pressing the Report of this 
Commission upon the attention of the 
Government. It the first place, it is their 
own Commission; they appointed it. 
They appointed it in consequence of 
pledges given by every Member of Parlia- 
ment sitting on the Government bench at 
the present moment. I do not believe 
there was one of them who did not in his 
election address in 1895 declare that if 
he was returned to Parliament something 
would be done with regard to temperance 
legislation. Ido not hint for a moment 
that the Commission was appointed with 
a view to shelving the question. I believe 
it was done honestly, with the intention 
of having a Commission representing all 
sections of the community interested in 
licensing reform, who would collect such 
evidence and make such a report upon the 
evidence as would enable any reasonable 
Government to proceed with legislation. 
There was a singular unanimity with 
regard to a great number of important 
reforms, a unanimity which is the more 
singular from the numbers of the Commis- 
sion itself. That body consisted of eight 
members of the liquor trade, eight known 
and recognised temperance reformers, re- 
presenting every section of the temperance 
movement, and eight gentlemen called 
“Neutrals.” How the Government could 
find anybody neutral on this question I 
could not understand, but I was a little 
reassured when I saw one of the neutral 
gentlemen come in with the blue ribbon 
in his buttonhole, although: I regret to 
say he did not live up to his blue ribbon 
by any manner of means. But the singu- 
lar composition of the Commission would 
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always forbid agreement, and yet there is 
agreement upon a number of important 
temperance reforms that are acceptable 
alike to all the heterogeneous mass of 
opinion that was represented on the Com- 
mission. My hon. friend the mover of 
the Amendment emphasised a good many 
of these points. I will venture to go over 
similar ground, emphasising some of the 
points of agreement upon which he did 
not expand, and, even at the risk of being 
a little teaious, I will try to show the 
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reaching scheme of licensing reform that 
I believe would pass the House without a 
division on second reading, and in Com- 
mittee would meet with serious difference 
of opinion only on details and methods. 
I want very respectfully to address my- 
self to the very large section of the 
House who are personally interested 
in this question—those who are justices 
of the peace, who take part in licensing 
matters, and the very large number of 
members who for years past have 
interested themselves in local adminis- 
tration and matters of social reform. I 
shall refer very briefly to particular 
points of temperance reform recommended 
in the Majority Report which receive 
the unanimous support of those who 
signed Lord Peel’s Report. 

One very important matter which has 
not yet been referred to is the question of 
clubs. We all know quite well that there 
is an enormous amount of intemperance 
in this country, and social and moral 
unhappiness and degradation following 
that intemperance, in consequence of the 
large and increasing number of drinking 
clubs. In 1893 I, in conjunction with 
four other gentlemen, two of whom were 
engaged in the liquor trade, introduced 
a Bill on this subject. That Bill passed 
the House of Commons without a division 
and was sent upstairs to a Select 
Committee. Very important evidence 
was obtained, and the Bill was reported to 
the House. The Government, therefore, 
is not without information in regard to 
this matter. During the last three 
months I have devoted very close atten- 
tion to this subject, and with the advice 


of a large body of clubs in the 
country, including 1,200 Conservative 
clubs that are gathered together 


in one association, have considered a 
Clubs Bill, and if the Government have 
not time to attend to the subject I shall 
be very glad to hand that Bill over to 


Mr. Caine. 
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my right hon. friend the Home Secretary. 
Iam certain that a wise Clubs Bill would 
meet with no opposition either from the 
temperance party, or from magistrates, or 
from those engaged in the liquor trade. 
I sympathise very much with those en- 
gaged in the liquor trade, because they 
have to carry a very heavy burden of 
censure in consequence of the intempe- 
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| rance of the country, a considerable por- 


tion of which burden ought to be borne 


| by these drinking clubs whichare springing 
practicability of a most valuable and far- 


up all over the land. There is no doubt 
whatever that some legislation ought to 
be brought in dealing with this matter ; 
otherwise it will become a most serious 
question. One of the most serious mis- 
chiefs connected with clubs is the fre- 
quency with which some public-house, 
which in consequence of breaking the law 
right and left loses its licence, is at once 
turned by the proprietor into a club. A 
late member of this House and of the 
Liberal Government, Mr. Shaw-Lefevre, 
who appeared before the Committee in 
1893, told us of a case in Kent in which 
the occupier of a public-house, tied to 
a small brewer, had been deprived of 
his licence because the house was_ the 
constant resort of poachers and fruit 
thieves. The man simply called his 
customers together and turned the place 
into a club—a fruit-stealers’ and poachers’ 
club, really. These men were then able, 
instead of being turned out at ten o'clock 
and having to wander about until the 
| grey of the morning, when it was light 
| enough to steal fruit, to stop comfortably 
in the “club,” and for this the member- 
\ship charge was only Is. 6d. per year. 
|The man did so well with his club that 
he owned thirteen beer-houses in thirteen 
villages, and I am now told that he 
despises the licences and is in the proud 
'position of having thirteen tied beer- 
houses, all clubs. I know of many aclub 
tied toa brewer. The brewer furnishes 
the club and everything connected with 
it; the membership is bogus, and it is & 
tied house. These places defy the police ; 
the people drink as much as they please ; 
and there is no doubt that many of these 
clubs are simply dens of debauchery and 
all sorts of uncleanness. The London 
police gave evidence before that Com- 
mittee and before the Commission, ard 
both Reports are in agreement with regard 
to clubs. The Majority Report reeom- 
mends that all clubs in which intoxicants 
are supplied should be registered ; that 
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the onus of proving bona fides should be 
placed on the clubs applying for registra- 
tion; that no club should be registered 
unless the club property be vested 


in all the members of the club 
or in trustees, and unless no _ indi- 
vidual member is interested directly 


in the sale of exciseable liquor on the 
club premises ; that the registering autho- 
rity should examine the rules, and satisfy 
himself that the club is not formed solely 
for the purpose of sale and consumption 
of intoxicating liquors, and that some 
check is placed on the election of members, 
on the privileges of honorary member- 
ship, and on the introduction of friends 
by members ; that the sale of intoxicating 
liquors for consumption off the premises 
should be strictly prohibited. In a town 
Ionce had the honour to represent this 
was a very serious mischief. The people 
not only sat drinking in these houses all 
night, but they took drink home with 
them. The Report also recommends that 
no person under eighteen years of age 
should be admitted as a member of a club 
in which intoxicants are sold; and that 
the authority to grant certificates to clubs 
should be the stipendiary magistrates, in 
cities and towns where they exist, and 
in other localities a court of petty 
sessions, consisting of not less than three 
justices. That is a very brief and care- 
fally boiled down summary of the recom- 
mendations of the Majority and Minority 
Reports. If the Government brought in 
a Bill based upon those simple lines it 
would receive the support of the whole 
of the House of Commons and the coun- 
try, with the exception of the bogus 
clubs themselves ; and if the Bill did not 
meet withthe approbation of the mem- 
bers of those elubs, it would certainly 
have the approval and gratitude of their 
wives and children. 
Anotherrecommendation that I would re- 
spectfully urge upon the HomeNecretary is 
with regard to the consolidation of the law. 
If he would undertake a measure upon 
these various points of agreement, and then 
send the Billtoa Select Committee, or tothe 
Coramittee on Law, with instructions not 
only that these points were to be included, 
but that the whole of the Acts relating 
to the sale of intoxicating liquor were to 
be consolidated, it would be an immense 
advantage to those of us who have con- 
stantly to do with the administration of 
the licensing laws. At present they con- 
stitute a bundle of absurdities and incon- | 
| 
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| gruities which it is very difficult to 
interpret, and [ am certain that this one 
act of consolidation would have an im- 
mense result in increasing the general 
sobriety of the country. I would also 
press upon the Home Secreatry the fact 
that the principle of the reduction of the 
number of public-houses is accepted by 
both sections of the Commission, but I do 
not urge the Government to undertake 
this at the present moment. It would 
open up controversy on the question of 
compensation, and I believe it would be 
better to stick exclusively to those 
matters which really are recommended 
by every member of the Commission. 

Then, the disqualification which applies 
to the members of the licensing authority 
should apply equally to the clerk to the 
licensing authority. The hon. Member 
for the Spen Valley Division dealt with 
that so exhaustively and conclusively 
yesterday that there is no need for me 
to refer to it. Another very important 
point which will come home to every 
member of a licensing body is that the 
reasons for the refusal of the renewal of a 
licence should be stated in open court, 
and, if desired by the applicant, be given 
in writing ; that notice to the licensing 
authority itself of all applicants for new 
licences should be required. Then there 
is a recommendation that a proper in- 
terval—say a month—should be left 
between the grant and confirmation of a 
new licence, so that the second hearing 
may be a reality, and that all new 
licences, including off-licences, should re- 
quire confirmation. If an interval of a 
month was left, a great many licences 
would be refused. It further proposes 
the abolition of temporary licences, and 
that the annual licensing sessions should 
be held in March instead of August and 
September. I need say nothing upon 
that, because the hon. Member for North- 
West Manchester put the case so plainly 
and clearly yesterday. Then there is 
another important matter, and this affects 
Ireland very largely, that no_ licence 
should be renewed to a public-house of 
under £12 rateable value. That would 
sweep away a very considerable num- 
ber of licences. [An Hon. MEMBER : 
Without compensation ?] There is no 
mention of compensation, except that 
sometimes notice should be required. 
These small houses, especially the small 
beer-houses, are frequently of the very 
worst kind. 
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Then comes a reeommendation of the 
very first importance, and one which, if 
we could get no other, would be one of 
the most valuable items in the whole 
programme of the temperance reformer— 
that all “off” wine and spirit licences 
should be subject to the full control of 


the licensing authority, as well as all 
wholesale licences for the sale of wine, 


spirits, beer, and sweets, excepting those 
required by brewers, distillers, wine and 
spirit merchants, and blenders. I want 
the House to bear m mind all along that 
these are the recommendations of the 
members of the Commission who were 
engaged in the liquor trade. Then it is 
recommended that the sale of liquor in 
passenger vessels plying between ports of 
the United Kingdom, and in theatres, 
should be brought under the control of 
the licensing authority. I hope before 
this debate closes some Scotch Member, 
familiar with the Clyde, will say a few 
words upon this point showing the 
drunkenness which prevails in many of 
the quiet places down the Clyde in con- 
sequence of excursion steamers on Sun- 
days and at other times which are prac- 
tically floating public-houses not under 
the control of the police at all. Both 
sections of the Commission are agreed on 
a reconstruction of the licensing authority, 
with the inclusion of some element of 
popular representation. 

Then the abolition of the appeal to 
Quarter Sessions is recommended. That 
is a matter which is a constant sore to 
every temperance reformer, and not only 
a constant worry to every licensing court 
of first instance, but a grievance of the 
very first order with borough magistrates. 
They who know all about the neighbour- 
hood and clearly understand its require- 
ments, who know the character of the 
man, and, it may be, of the firm supply- 
ing the house, exercising their discretion 
under knowledge refuse the licence. An 
appeal is made to the Quarter Sessions, 
and country gentlemen who know nothing 
of the circumstances of the borough re- 
impose that licence. It has become so 
serious a nuisance to many borough magis- 
trates that their whole line of conduct is 
hampered. The licensing bench on which 
I sit, one of the best in the country, con- 
stantly give decisions which they would 
very much rather not give, because they do 
not like being snubbed by the Court of 
Quarter Sessions and having their deci- 
sions completely upset. It is a most im- 


Mr. Caine. 
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portant fact, and I hope the House will 
note that the Majority as well as the 
Minority Report urges the abolition of 
that appeal. Then there is another re- 
commendation on which temperance 
reformers feel very strongly, and which is 
but simple justice, and tkat is that in no 
case should the licensing authority be 
liable for the cost of an appeal. We have 
a case which has established beyond 
doubt that there is no legal claim what- 
ever to a publican for the loss of his 
licence ; whatever claim there may be is 
merely sentimental, not legal. That 
case is Sharp v. Wakefield, and in that 
case Wakefield, the magistrate who ini- 
tiated the action, had to pay the whole 
costs of the appeal. It is most unfair that 
a magistrate placed in a position of re- 
sponsibility, getting no salary for his work, 
should be personally cast in costs for a 
matter which is certainly of public im- 
portance and interest. We have found it 
impossible to get borough benches to 
appeal from a decision of a Quarter Ses- 
sions because they will not face the enor- 
mous cost which hasto be incurred. | 
speak feelingly because I have constantly 
to fork out £5 or £10 to some fund 
or other for defending one of these appeal 
cases. It is not fair that the cost should 
be thrown on the charitable subscriptions 
of temperance men or upon members of 
the benches themselves. 

Then there is another point upon which 
there is not quite practical agreement, 
but almost, and that is that complete 
Sunday closing should he extended to 
Monmouthshire. The Government had 
an experience last year of the attitude of 
their followers on this question, but I 
have no hesitation in saying that the 
present Parliament is very much in ad- 
vance of the last with regard to the 
sentiment on the Government side of the 
House, and I am sure that if they take 
up the matter of extending Sunday clos- 
ing to Monmouthshire there will be no 
opposition whatever. The only protest 
made against it on the Commission was 
by Messrs. Hyslop and Walker, both of 
whom are engaged in the retail liquor 
trade, and therefore naturally biased in 
the objection that they took. Another 
point upon which these two gentlemen 
differed from the rest of the Commission 
was that the licensing authority should 
have power to impose the conditions of 
Sunday closing upon a new licence. An- 
other recommend: ition was that except in 
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London and the principal cities the hours 
of opening on Sundays should be restricted 
to two hours at midday and two hours in 
the afternoon. That is the recommenda- 
tion of the eight liquor men. Then, that 
a limited number of licensed houses, where 
travellers may he served at specified 
hours, should be selected by the licensing 
authority, and a special licence duty 
imposed upon them; and that the 
statutory distance should be extended to 
six miles. Then it recommends the 
amendment of the law as_ regards 
travellers drinking at railway stations. 
That may seem a trivial thing, but I was 
catching a train at Manchester at ten past 
eleven and went into the refreshment 
room, but was unable to get near the 
counter. The public-houses closed at 
eleven, and there was a crowd of 500 or 
600 people clamouring around the bar for 
a “last drink.” The same scene may be 
witnessed at any important railway 
station at a town where the public-houses 
close at ten or eleven o'clock. The 
Report then objects to occasional licences 
being granted except by two or more 
justices sitting in petty sessional court- 


house. There is nothing more abused in 
the licensing law than the power 
with regard to occasional _ licences. 


They go to the nearest magistrate and 
get from him these licences, but in my 
opinion applications of this kind, which 
may be an intolerable nuisance in the 
neighbourhood, ought to be obtained in a 
public court, and ought not to be granted 
under any other circumstances. Then 
there is the question of selling drink to 
children. The Report says— 

“Sale, either on or off, of any kind of 
intoxicant to children under the age of six- 
teen should be forbidden. The penalties now 
imposed for knowingly serving children under 
age should be raised, and similar penalties 
should be imposed on those who knowingly 
send them.” 


Messrs. Hyslop and Walker consider this 
would be most harassing and inconvenient, 
but in dealing with a question like this 
they have got to put up with a little in- 
convenience. There is a Bill on the sub- 
ject which has almost secured first place 
on a Wednesday, and that measure will 
certainly come on for discussion, and we 
shall watch with interest the attitude 
which the Government take up in regard 
to that measure. If they really wish to 
be consistent reformers they will not only 
support that measure but they will give 
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every facility for passing it into law. If 
they will only do that, it will at least be 
evidence of their earnestness in regard to 
this question. 

I will not take up the time of 
the House in going over other questions 
which are dealt with, but there are alsoa 
great many recommendations with regard 
to habitual drunkards, and this subject is 
rather indicated in the King’s Speech. 
Strong recommendations upon this ques- 
tion have been agreed to by all the Com- 
missioners with the exception of these two 
gentlemen, Messrs. Hyslop and Walker. 
There are no less than thirty-three recom- 
mendations of the first class made by the 
majority and approved by the minority, 
and there is no controversial matter to be 
found in any of them. I have no hesita- 
tion in promising the support of the whole 
temperance party in the House and in the 
country to these recommendations. There 
is nothing in them to which we object, 
and every one of them has been approved 
by Lord Peel’s Report. I am not so 
unreasonable as to expect heroic legisla- 
tion from the present Government, and I 
do not ask for it, but I might remind 
the Home Secretary of a few very sig- 
nificant words which fell from my hon. 
friend the Member for North-West Man- 
chester yesterday, in which he said-— 


the King’s Speech, 


‘‘He hoped the Home Secretary and the 
Government would take a more eourageous 
attitude on this subject. Up to a certain 
point this was becoming less and less a party 
question, and they would find a great deal of 
support from those (the Ministerial) Benches.” 


All I say is that I am_ satisfied that 
such a measure would get the solid sup- 
port of the Liberal party in this House. 
Leave out of the Report altogether Part 
V., which deals with compensation and 
reduction, and with that left out you 
cannot go wrong on any other points of 
do not want to say a 
single word about the parrot cry that 
extreme men stop legislation. I do not 
think that you will tind a more extreme 
man than myself, for | am an avowed 
prohibitionist, but I defy any hon. Mem. 
ber to find a case during the six- 
teen years that I have sat in this House 
where I have stopped temperance legisla- 
tion. I do not know whether the Home 
Secretary would retort that I had stopped 
very important legislation during the 
1886-92 Parliament or not—— 
Fifth Day. 
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*THe SECRETARY or STATE 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Rircuik, Croydon): I feei very much 
inclined to do that. 


Mr. CAINE: Then I will deal with 
that. They carried the Second Reading 


of the Bill by a majority of seventy-two, 
They had a very large and substantial 
majority at their back, and how was that 
Bill lost? It was lost in Committee 
after hon. Members had realised what 
the Bill meant, for it meant endowing 
the liquor trade with four or five millions 
sterling. When this was realised the 
House began to pause, and there was a 
falling-off in the Government supporters 
to the extent of some seventy Members, 
and in an important division the majority 
of seventy-two was reduced to seven, and 
the measure was dropped. It was in 
consequence of the action of the right 
hon. Gentleman’s own friends that the 
Bill was lost, and not the extreme men. 
The Bill was simply defeated by the 
common sense of his own supporters, of 
whom at the time I was one. 

This resolution speaks of a “ wide- 
spread desire ” that some effort should be 
made by the Government. It is no ex- 
aggeration to say that there are not five 
men in the Liberal party who have not 
heen returned pledged to support the 
recommendations of Lord Peel’s Report. 
It has been adopted in two great speeches 
by their chosen Leaders in this House. 
As a result of the pressure of the electo- 
rate at the last election we had seventy 
Conservative Members returned who have 
formed themselves into a temperance 
committee. This would have been im- 
possible in the last Parliament. Why is it 
possible now? Simply because they have 
been in touch with the constituencies, 
and the temperance movement has made 
all that difference. My right hon. friend 
the Home Secretary is a practical politi- 
cian, and I have no doubt that it will 
have a great effect on his mind that what 
was impossible in the last session is 
possible this, and that seventy supporters 
on his own side will stand by him in any 
attempt he may make to bring about 
a practical settlement of this question. 
But for the war the test question of the 
election would have been temperance 
reform. Public opinion, as expressed and 
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formulated in this House, is in favour of 
drastic and immediate temperance reform, 
and the right hon. Gentleman and the 
Government need fear no opposition to 
any of the moderate reforms I have 
cited as receiving the unanimous report 
of the Royal Commission. 

Let me say a word or two in conclusion. 
Let me press upon the serious attention 
of the Government and of the House the 
important conference held last week at 
Manchester under the presidency of the 
hon. Member for North West Manchester 
at which the following resolution was 
passed unanimously, and which was con- 
firmed afterwards by two public meetings 
held simultaneously in the Free Trade 
Hall and in another of the largest halls 
in Manchester. The resolution adopted 
was :— 


the King’s Speech. 


“That this Conference, believing that the 
time has fully come for securing a substantial 
instalment of temperance reform, and also 
believing that the recommendations con- 
tained in the Report of Lord Peel, the Chairman 
of the Royal Commission, and eight of his 
colleagues, would produce an immediate and 
beneficial effect, hereby pledges itself, with- 
out prejudice to any other scheme which may 
be approved by the general body of workess 
in the temperance movement, to strive ear- 
nestly to secure legislation on the lines of 
that report at the earliest possible date.” 


Of course, the larger covers the less. We 
have now the temperance party in the 
country practically unanimous with regard 
to Lord Peel’s Report. All these recom- 
mendations found in the Majority Report 
secured the unanimous support of all those 
organisations which were represented at 
thatimportant meeting. There were noless 
than seventy-five important societies em- 
bracing practically the whole temperance 
organisations of the United Kingdom 
which were represented by various dele- 
gates who had been appointed to support 
the resolution which I have just read to 
the House. It included all those extreme 
societies such as the United Kingdom 
Alliance ; the National Temperance League, 
the British League, the two Societies of 
3ritish Women, the United Temperance 
Council, the Scottish Temperance League, 
and the Irish Temperance League were 
all represented, and their delegates had 
distinct instructions to support the reso- 
lution. I ask the Home Secretary’s 


special attention to the fact that the 
National Conservative and Unionist Tem- 
perance Association had its delegates at 
that meeting, and they supported the 
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resolution which I have read in favour of 
Lord Peel’s Report. And now what is 
the attitude of the religious bodies upon 
this question? It is impossible for us to 
ignore the influence of the Church upon 
this question. The Church of England 
Temperance Society voted in favour of 
this resolution, and not only this but all 
its diocesan branches had representatives 
present and they also supported the 
resolution. If the Home Secretary 
takes up this question he will have 
the whole power of the Church of 
England at his back. Amongst other 
religious bodies who supported this 
resolution I may mention the National 
Council of the Evangelical Free Churches, 
the Catholic Total Abstinence League of 


{20 Fepruary 1901} 





the King’s Speech. 608 


| greatly disappointed at the mention of 





the Cross—which has accomplished per- | 


haps more than any other society—and 
the temperance organisations of the 
Church of Scotland, the Church of Ireland, 


the Wesleyans, the Methodists, the Con- | 


gregationalists, the Baptists, the Uni- 


tarians, all the 


Presbyterians of the | 


United Kingdom, and the Society of | 


Friends. 


No body of Christian people you can name 
were absent from that great conference. 
The Licensing Committees of Westminster 
and Manchester, whose Bills are familiar 
to this House, and, in fact, the whole 
temperance party of the country, moderate 
and extreme, have joined forces on Lord 
Peel’s Report, and if the Government 


Therefore religion is drawn up | 
in one line in favour of Lord Peel’s Report. | 


| 
' 


| 


have heen waiting for the agreement of | 
the temperance party, as they so often | 


say, they have got it now. Every recom- 


mendation [ have quoted forms part and | 


parcel of Lord Peel’s Report. Therefore, 
let the Government take heart of courage, 
and face this difficult and all-important 
problem like men. 


Sir JOHN KENNAWAY (Devonshire, 
Honiton): I am not willing to enter into 
a controversy as to what is the great 
hindrance to temperance legislation, but 
I do not entirely agree with the views ex- 
pressed by the hon. Member who has 
just spoken. Nevertheless, I desire to 


emphasise points of agreement and to see 
how far they can be worked out. A 
great deal of disappointment has been ex- 
pressed as to the attitude of the Govern- 
ment, and I must confess that I was 





the proposed Bill in the Speech from the 
Throne. I was also disappointed on 
account of the very unfortunate attitude 
taken up by the Prime Minister last year 
in another place, and because of the un- 
satisfactory nature of the reply which the 
Home Secretary gave to a deputation 
which waited upon him early this year. 
This question has been very prominently 
brought to the forefront, and I cannot 
but hope that when the right hon. Gen- 
tleman lays before the House his Bill we 
shall find a very pleasant surprise, and 
that many of the points emphasised to- 
day will be contained in it. I speak 
feelingly upon this question, for, looking 
back over a service of thirty years, it is a 
deep disappointment to think that prac- 
tically nothing has been done in the way 
of temperance legislation. I will not say 
on whom the blame lies, but I would ven- 
ture to say that the cause of it has been, 
to my mind, because legislation has been 
attempted very greatly in advance of 
public opinion. I think we now begin to: 
see the mistake we made then, and we are 
beginning to realise what a great oppor- 
tunity there is before us at the present 
moment. 

It is encouraging to observe how large 


|an amount of agreement there is in the 


two Reports of the Licensing Commission, 
for one might have thought that, consti- 
tuted as the Commission was, it was a 
perfectly hopeless thing to obtain any 
agreement between them. But owing 
largely to the exertions of Mr. Edward 
Buxton, who represented the trade 
interests, a large amount of agreement 


| was arrived at, and it is for us now to 


turn that agreement to good account and 
see if we cannot relieve ourselves from 
the reproach of allowing this evil to con- 
tinue unchanged. The country expects 
this of us at this time, and I desire most 
entirely to endorse the speech made on 
this side by the hon. Baronet. There are 
several practical measures which, without 
injustice to vested interests or to the spirit 
of fairness, can be dealt with, and which 
the country expects to be dealt with. 
There is the question of the licensing 
body itself, and I am strongly of opinion 
that that body should be a fixed body, 
and that there should be associated with 
the magistrates representatives of the 
ratepayers, I also think that it is de- 
sirable that they should meet in the 
spring rather than the autumn, and also 


Fifth Day. 
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that the Court of Appeal ought to be very 
much strengthened and put on a different 
basis. The question of new licences has 
been brought before us very prominently 
this year, and we ought to consider 
seriously the enormous gift which is made 
to the fortunate man who obtains a new 
licence practically at the expense of the 
ratepayers. [I cannot see why new 
licences should not be put up to auction. 
There is another point in regard to the 
penalty to be inflicted on publicans who 
deliberately transgress again and again 
the law and are brought before the magis- 
trates. The magistrates are placed inthis 
difficulty, that in some cases the endorse- 
ment of a licence leads to the taking 
away of the licence altogether, and of 
course they hesitate very much before 
they take away such property altogether. 
It might be worth while considering 
whether there should not be power given 
to the licensing authorities, where there 
are repeated offences, not to take the 
licence away altogether but to suspend it 
for a time so that a lesser penalty would 
be inflicted which would not carry the 
extreme penalty of extinction. Upon this 
question I think we also ought to bring 
before the public how much might be done 
by the enforcement of the existing 
law. More ought to be done in this 
direction, and if my suggestion of a fixed 
licensing body were adopted they would 
make themselves more acquainted with 
their powers and there would be much less 
difficulty in the enforcement of the law. 
Of course we can do nothing unless we 
are backed up by public opinion. 

I will repeat again that I believe we 
have a very great opportunity afforded us 
at the present time, and there is also a 
great responsibility upon us. We want 
as far as possible to keep this question 
free from all party considerations. We 
desire to put our statements before Parlia- 
ment, and what we want to do is to 
strengthen the hands of the Home Secre- 
tary—who, I am sure, is with us heartily 
on this question—so that the right hon. 
Gentleman may go forward with a strong 
mandate from this House and from the 
country to carry out necessary and useful 
reforms. If, however, this House were 
to censure the Government for not doing 
more, in the hope that some impossible 
scheme which would never be passed into 
law would be forthcoming, and which if it 
were passed into law would never be 
carried into effect, I feel we should have 


Sir John Kennaway. 
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dealt a severer blow to temperance than 
it has received for a very long time. 


Mr. DOUGLAS (Lanarkshire, N.W.) 
said it appeared to him that the point of 
the greatest interest to them was to see 
how far the words of his right hon. friend 
who had just sat down would be responded 
to by the Government, and what it was 
that the Government had in their minds. 
He observed that those who had spoken 
on the opposite side of the House iad 
no more conception of what was meant 
by the Government proposals than hon, 
Members on the Opposition side. He 
could not help thinking that the course 
of the debate would have run more 
smoothly if the right hon. Gentleman 
had been able to explain in some degree 
what the proposal was which was indi- 
cated in His Majesty’s Speech. If the 
measure meant that there was to be some 
more thorough and systematic treatment 
of habitual drunkenness, then his own 
attitude towards it would he very 
different. If it carried out the 
unanimous recommendation of the Com- 
mission that habitual drunkards were not 
to be supplied with drink in public- 
houses, then he did not think that any 
wiser measure, so far as it went, could be 
adopted. For his own part he had 
no desire to suggest any such revolu- 
tionary legislation as that which had 
heen advocated in previous speeches, but 
he thought it had been fully recognised 
that there were many matters upon which 
they were agreed, and about which there 
was no serious difference of opinion, with 
which the Government might deal. 
There was agreement as to the magni- 
tude of the problem and as to certain 
very substantial remedies for its solution. 

With regard to the proposals contained 
in the Majority and the Minority Reports 
of the Commission, he hoped that they 
would not accept so low a view of the 
Royal Commission as to suggest that it 
was making a bargain with an interest. 
The Commissioners who put their signa- 
tures to those proposals firmly believed 
that they did so in the public interest, 
and they were prepared to stand by 
them in their full meaning and extent. 
Among the points as to which there was 
agreement they could not, he thought, 
include the question of the reduction of 
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licences. Undoubtedly there was a 
nominal agreement to the effect that 
licences ought to be reduced in number ; 
but, on the other hand it was admitted in 
both Reports that that reduction could 
not take effect without some measure of 
compensation. Compensation was an 
essential element in the process of reduc- 
tion, and there was the widest disagree- 
ment as to the policy of compensation to 
be adopted. Therefore, for the purposes 
of a practical policy, the agreement as to 
the reduction of licences was nominal and 
verbal rather than real and substantial, 
and it must accordingly be excluded from 
the questions on which the Commissioners 
were agreed. On other proposals, happily, 
there was a greater degree of agreement, 
and he thought it unfortunate that 
those proposals should be overshadowed 
by the ditticulties attaching to the reduc- 
tion of licences and to compensation. 
He thought it still more unfortunate if 
there were to be an attempt—as had in 
some quarters, at all events, been read into 
the speech of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Home Secretary—to evade those 
other questions by what was obviously a 
shallow and, indeed, a preposterous sug- 
gestion that all licensing reform was 
strictly equivalent to a wholesale reduc- 
tion of licences. He did not propose to 
discuss the points on which there was 
agreement, but he should select one, 
namely, the proposals with regard to the 
licensing authority, especially as they 
affected Seotland. He concurred most 
heartily with what had been said by the 
hon. Baronet, the Member for North- 
West Manchester, that the problem before 
them was in a large measure one of ad- 
ministration, and it was very important 
that there was such a large measure of 
agreement between the two Reports on 
the purely administrative aspects of the 
case. 

He desired to call attention to a few 
reforms in licensing administration. In 
the first place, there was the important 


proposal that the licensing authority 
should be served by special licensing 


police—a proposal which had been recog- 
nised readily by a great section of the 
retail liquor trade, as well as by other 
sections of the community. In the next 
place it was proposed that the licensing 
authority should have larger powers over 
licensed premises, and over the conditions 
on which the sale of liquor was to be 
carried on. Then it was suggested that 
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‘there should be considerable reform in 


procedure, which would remove some 
of its obsoleteness, and render it less 
likely to be abused by interested persons. 
Lastly, there was that which was very 
important, namely, an agreement that the 
licensing authority should be reconsti- 
tuted. That was very significant indeed. 
[It was proposed that every licensing 
court, whether for licensing or for appeal, 
should consist of a definitely selected 
panel, and not of random people who 
might happen to be present. It was also 
proposed that in county courts there 
should be introduced a definite represen- 
tative element, appointed, one way or the 
other, by the people of the district them- 
selves. It would be impossible to over- 
estimatetheimportance of those two points 
in their bearing on the practical efficiency 
of licensing administration. He believed 
that if one were to sum up in a word 
the malady from which the licensing 
courts chiefly suffered, that word would 
be “irresponsibility.” They had no definite 
sense of responsibility in their work, but 
the introduction of a selected panel, ap- 
pointed by whomsoever it might be, would 
secure a far greater degree of responsi- 
bility and etticiency than at present. 
He thought it would be generally agreed, 
even by those who were least inclined to 
place power in the hands of the people, 
that nothing was more important, if the 
action of the licensing authority was 
to be in full harmony with the people of 
the neighbourhood, than that these peo- 
ple should have a real and effective voice 
in deciding who were to constitute the 
licensing court. There was indeed a 
slight difference in degree as to the num- 
ber of persons to be elected and the num- 
ber who would continue to be appointed 
by the Lord Lieutenants, but the 
important point was that it was 
agreed that a deliberately selected court 
was required and that the opinion 
of the district concerned should play an 
effective and official part in the work of 
licensing. It was a proposal which would 
involve no question of compensation, no 
injustice and no fresh machinery, which 
was perhaps one of its main recommenda- 
tions, If the Government refused to 
consider that and other simple and plain 
proposals, many would be driven to 
the conclusion that their minds were 
fixed against serious reform. For his 
part he would be very slow to form such 
an opinion, but no other conclusion could 


Fifth Day. 
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square with the facts if things were 
allowed to go on as they had been going 
on. It was certainly somewhat disap- 
pointing to those interested in the ques- 
tion to be told, in the first place that the 
problem of intemperance really belonged 
to the problem of housing, and then to 
find that even that problem was not to 
be dealt with. No duty lay nearer to 
the hands of the Government than that 
of temperance reform, in view of the good 
forces that were at work in society in 
that direction. 


Mr. RANDLES (Cumberland, Cocker- 
mouth): I desire to associate myself with 
the appeal of my hon. friend the Member 
for North-West Manchester, who urged 
on the Government that they should have 
regard to the moderate and reasonable 
requests of their own supporters. I have 
come myself from a part of the country 
where the question of temperance reform 
has been discussed by the most extreme 
men, and, although I believe there is very 
little sympathy with these extreme men, 
I find there decided general 
undercurrent of desire for such 
rance reform, both administrative and 
legislative, as will enable the people of 
this country to live more soberly and 
in amore temperate manner, and make it 
We are liste n- 


is a 
tem pe- 


easier for them so to do. 
ing to more moderate proposals and coun- 
sels. The old days when we should have 
the Bill, the whole Bill, and nothing but 
the Bill, are gone past, and reasonable 
measures of reform in accord with public 
opinion will be acceptable to all parties. 
I have no hope of seeing any reform from 
the other side of the House, and therefore 
I trust the Government will be able to do 
something that will satisfy the reasonable 
expectations of the people. The mover of 
the Amendment referred to the time 
when his party would be in power. They 
may conceivably be in power in 
days to come, but even if they are 
is it reasonable to suppose that they will 
ever be able to introduce and carry 
through a measure which will satisfy their 
own supporters, let alone Members on this 
side of the House? I would ask the Goy- 
ernment to have regard to the requests of 
their own supporters and to public 


opinion in the country, and to introduce 
Vr. Douglas. 
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| from time to time such measures as are 
| to be found both in the Majority and the 
| Minority Reports of the Royal Commis. 
; sion. I believe that while Parliament is 
| young it will be much easier to accom. 
| plish these reforms, because we all know 
| how easily people are turned away from 
their good intentions. 





*Mr. RITCHIE: I think the House 
would like to hear now what I have to 
say on behalf of the Government with 
regard to the proposals made in this 
debate. The hon. Gentleman who moved 
the Amendment referred to some remarks 
which I made in connection with this 
matter to a deputation which waited on 
me not very long ago to urge on me the 
necessity for legislation in accordance with 
the Majority Report of the Royal Com- 
mission, and he referred to expressions 
which I used in connection with an evil 
which all of us recognise and all of us 
deplore. I have nothing whatever to 
retract from what I then said as to the 
evils of drunkenness and the unhappy 
consequences with which the country is 
confronted. I believe it is difficult to 
exaggerate the enormous evils which 
follow in the wake of drunkenness, | 
have always felt that these evils were so 
great that some effort ought to be made 
to deal with them in one way or another. 
I have always been profoundly impressed 
with the crimes which result from over- 
indulgence in drink, and with its effect 
‘ upon the health and strength and manhood 
of the country ; and no one, even if he 
had not previously held those views in 
regard to the extent and danger of this 
evil, could have been at the Home 
Office, even for the short time during 
which I have filled the position of 
Secretary of State, without becoming 
firmly convinced that much of the crime 
which we have to deplore is caused by 
drunkenness. The great majority of the 
crimes which come before me at the 
Home Office in connection with violence 
to the person have been traced to drunken- 
ness. I am afraid that many of the men 
who have to expiate their crimes upon 
the scaffold have been led, very largely at 
any rate, to their ruin by over-indulgence 
in drink. So that, even if I were not 
impressed before with the evils which 
follow from drink, I certainly could not 
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shut my eyes to the knowledge which I 
have obtained duri ing my short: connection 
with the Home Office, and I am sure that 
my experience of the terribie results of 
drunkenness has been shared in by every 
gentleman who has filled the office. 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOU 
mouthshire, W.): Hear, hear. 


tT (Mon- 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I have, therefore, 
nothing to withdraw from the observa- 
tions which I addressed to the deputation 
in connection with this question. But 
there has been some misconception—I 
think, perhaps, it was a natural misconcep- 
tion—as to the attitude I took up upon 
the question of reform, in consequence of 
the answer I gave to the deputation. The 
deputation came to me to ask that the 
Government should undertake a very large 
measure of licensing reform based upon the 
Majority Report of the Royal Commission. 
That, of course, at once raised the question 
which originally led to the abandonment 
by the Government of which I was a 
member of their licensing proposals of 
1888 and 1890. Having regard to the 
difficulties we encountered then, I was 
most unwilling to give the deputation 
any encouragement to believe that we 
would attempt to deal with this matter in 
the manner suggested by the deputation ; 
and, althongh it is true that one or two 
other reforms which have been included 
in those alluded to in this debate 
were referred to by some speakers at the 
deputation, the main object of the depu- 
tation was to ask for legislation on the 
basis of the Majority Report—-the extine- 
tion of licences together with compensa- 
tion, as recommended by the Majority— 
and my reply was directed entirely to 
that particular proposal. But though | 
said nothing, I think, in reference to the 
other recommendations, I should be 
sorry were the House or the country 
to imagine that by my _ silence 
I meant it to be inferred that the Govern- 
ment were to shut their eyes to those 
recommendations and were not in any 
circumstances to make proposals to the 
House in regard to them. 

The hon. Member who moved this 
Amendmentaccused the Government, in the 
first part of his speech, which I think was 
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much more aggressive than-the latter part, 
of indifference and inaction. The Govern- 
ment, as at present constituted, has not 
had very much opportunity for action in 
the matter. The hon. Gentleman chose 
to assume that the words in the King’s 
Speech, in reference to the matter, were 
words which implied that nothing was to 
be done of the smallest value or impor- 
tance. I think that was the opinion also 
expressed by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the Opposition. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I said it pointed to 
some police measure. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The right hon. Gentle- 

man with a wave of his hand said he 
presumed it was some small police 
measure. 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


[hat was my impression. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Atany rate, the course 
pursued by the hon. Gentleman in moving 
this Amendment and accusing us of in. 
action is a somewhat exceptional mode 
of dealing with a question referred to in 
the Gracious Speech from the Throne. 
I can quite understand that if no refer- 
ence was made in the Speech to action on 
our part it would have been right to find 
fault with it; but I think we have some 
right to ask the House, before judging us, 
to allow us to make our proposals ; and | 
would point out that if the Amendment 
were carried we should be deprived of the 
opportunity which we seek of putting our 
proposals before the House. 

Upon what basis does the hon. Gentle- 
man go when he speaks of our indiffer- 
ence in this matter? The party to 
which [ belong, and myself in particular, 
have always shown in past years some 
anxiety to deal, and deal in a large way, 
with this question of intemperance. The 
hon. Gentleman referred to our proposals 
in 1888 and 1890, and I do not think I 
am doing him an injustice when I sav 
that he treated them with contempt. | 
am very sorry to have to trouble the 
House with particulars of past proposals 
for legislation, but as [ am sure that there 
are many hon. Gentlemen, and perhaps 
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in temperance reform, who are not 
acquainted with these proposals, [ am not 
disposed to allow the matter 1c rest in the 
position to which the hon. Member rele- 
gated it, and therefore I should like to 
indicate briefly some of the points of our 
proposals in 1888 with the view of 
showing what the position would have 
been had we succeeded in carrying them 
out. We first proposed to constitute an 
entirely new licensing authority. The 
proposals in both the Minority and Ma- 
jority Reports of the Commission do not 
go nearly so far as our proposals in 1888. 
The Minority proposal is that a certain 
number of the licensing authority should 
consist of local representatives ; the Ma- 
jority proposal is that a smaller number 
should be local representatives. But in 
our Bill of 1888 we proposed that the 
whole licensing authority should be com- 
posed of local representatives; and we 
turther proposed, in order to bring local 
opinion to bear upon the granting of 
licences, that there should be licensing 
areas marked out in the various counties, 
and that the members who were returned 
on the county councils for those areas 
should constitute at least one-half of the 
authority granting licences in that 
district, so that local opinion should be 
brought to judge as to the desirability or 
otherwise of the licences which were 
applied for. We also proposed to give 
the licensing authority full power with 
regard to Sunday closing. They could 
have closed for the whole of Sunday if 
they chose or have altered the hours of 
opening at their discretion. We gave to 
the new licensing authorities full power 
of diminishing licences on payment of 
compensation, which was to he raised 
out of the trade itself by extra licence 
duty upon licence holders. It has been 
said that this would have destroyed the 
power which it is alleged the justices 
now possess of refusing to renew licences. 
Every power the justices had was care- 
fully preserved by the words of the Bill, 
and I expressed my willingness to make 
these words still stronger if it was 
thought by temperance reformers that 


they were not sufficiently — strong. 
If our Bill had been carried and any 


person had applied to the justices that a 

particular licence should not be renewed, 

and if they said it ought not to be re- 

newed, tha would be practically an in- 

struction to the licensing authority. 
Mr. Litehie. 
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These were our proposals, and I venture 
to say that, looking back upon them now, 
many of those who at that time were most 
— in Opposition te our propo- 
salsS—-— 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Not 


to those proposals, but to compensation. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I beg pardon; that 
compensation was to have been paid out 
of a fund provided by the licensing 
duties. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: What 
I mean is that there was no desire to 
oppose those proposals ; on the contrary, 
there was a great desire that the Govern- 
ment should go on with them, but they 
would not do so unless their compensation 
proposals were carried also. These 
things had nothing to do with compensa- 
tion. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: What! Now, let us 
see. It is alleged that the justices have 
power to refuse licences without any 
reason given. As a matter of fact, that is 
well known by the case of Sharp v. 
Wakefield in the appeal to the House of 
Lords. It was then laid down that the 
justices must exercise their discretion with 
regard to the particular case which came 
before them. By altering the licensing 
authority, by taking from the justices and 
giving the power to the local representa- 
tives, we entirely altered the whole 
position ; and in giving full and explicit 
powers to the new licensing authorities to 
refuse whatever licences they chose, it 
would have been monstrous unless we also 
provided that the holders of valuable 
licences should be compensated if they 
were taken away without good reason. I 
tell the right hon. Gentleman and licens- 
ing reformers generally that I do not 
believe myself that there is the 
smallest chance of getting the public of 
this country to commit such an act of 
gross injustice as would be entailed by 
carrying out these extinctions of the ex- 
isting licences without taking into con- 
sideration the question of compensation. 
What has been done by the refusal to 
adopt our proposals of 1888 % Millions 
of money have been left in the pockets 
of licence-holders which would have been 
available for the extinction of licences ; 
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and so, in 1890, when we again attempted 
to deal with this question, we proposed 
to give to the liquor authorities £750,000 
(I think) annually without raising any 
question of compensation at all, for the 
purpose of enabling them if they chose to 
do what is done by every local authority 
every year for public improvement and 
other matters of that kind—to buy up 
public-houses if they thought they were 
not required and ought to be extin- 


guished. We proposed to give them that 


money out of the revenues derived from | 


the liquors sold, and that proposal was 
also rejected by the House. 

We have thus made two clear and dis- 
tinct proposals, one of which, the right 


hon, Gentleman acknowledges, would have | 


heen a broad and liberal and well-thought- 
out plan, and that was rejected because 
of the refusal of temperance reformers to 
accept the principle of compensation, 
though they must now acknowledge that 
it would have effected a most salutary and 
important reform. The hon. Member who 
moved the Amendment has stated that 
the number of public-houses which would 
have been extinguished by the money 
which we proposed to raise in 1888 
would not have been as many as have as 
a matter of fact been extinguished with- 
out it. Does the hon. Member mean 
that the number that have been extin- 
guished in the ordinary course of things 
would not have been extinguished in 
addition to those which our money would 
have bought out ? 


*Mr. WHITTAKER (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Spen Valley) : Certainly they would not. 
*Mr. RITCHIE: Why, what is the 


evidence before the Commission as to the 


reasons why this reduction has taken | 


place? I will undertake to say that the 
great bulk of the licences have been re- 
duced because of the refusal of the 
justices to give new licences without the 
abandonment of old ones. 


main reason of the reduction. Of course, 


there have been reductions from other 
causes — such as faults on the part 
of licence-holders, which would have 


occurred in any case; then houses have 
not succeeded, and the licences have not 
been renewed, the fees not having been 
paid, and so on. But a great number 
of those that have fallen have fallen 
in consequence of the action of the 
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| justices in not giving new licences 
/unless others are surrendered. [An 
|Hoxn. Member: No.] I think that 
| was proved by the evidence before the 
| Commission. Does the hon. Member 
'think that the new authority which we 
| proposed to constitute under the Bill of 
[888 would have been more tender to the 
| licence-holders than the justizes ?_ On the 
contrary, I believe the number of licences 
which would have been reduced from the 
same cause would have been greater and 
not less; but, in addition to that, you 
would have had those other licences ex- 
| tinguished and compensation paid out of 
the money which is now left in the 
pockets of the licence-holders. When the 
hon. Member stigmatises our proposals of 
1888 as insufficient and inefficient he 
admits his ignorance of what the effect of 
them was likely to be. My opinion is 
that the country will have to wait a very 
long time before they have put before them 
such a complete scheme of licensing re- 
form calculated to do such an amount of 
good as that which we then proposed. 

The hon. Member in his speech also 
referred to the effect of the reduction of 
licences. Well, now, it is quite true I 
told the deputation that I thought they 
were somewhat exaggerating the effect of 
the reduction of licences as regards 
the consumption of liquor. I never 
denied, however, that a reduction was 
desirable. There are in point of 
fact a preposterous number — of 
licences in many districts, and I think 
that a large reduction in the number of 
licences is most desirable; but, at the 
| same time, I do not myself believe that it 
necessarily means less drinking ; and that 
is not my opinion only. In the Report of 
the Majority of the Commissioners this 
statement is made, which I repeat now. 
On page 6 I find the following under 
chapter [V.— 


‘* EXCESSIVE NUMBER OF LICENSED HOUSES 
AND ITS EFFECT. 

“If the statement made in vol. v., p. 31, 

under the heading ‘Ratio of all licensed 


| premises to population’... . is studied in 
connection with Map iv. here inserted 
(‘Drunkenness:* Judicial Statistics, 1893, 


| signed by Mr. C. Troup of the Home Office, 
a witness before us), it is seen at a glance that 
there is apparently no relation between the 
number of licences and the amount of drunken- 
| ness.” 


/On page 7 of the Report they give 
istics of two groups of counties marked 
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A and B. In group A they state the 
average licences as one to a population 
of 164, and the average drunkenness as 
492 to a population of 100,000. In 
group B the average licences are one to 
a population of 276, and the average 
drunkenness 892 to a population of 
100,000. 


*Mr. WHITTAKER: And yet they 


recommend a reduction ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Certainly. But the 
statistics cannot be denied; and the 
figures seem to be as I have stated them. 


*Mr. WHITTAKER: I deny not the 
figures, but the inference drawn from 
them. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I am in agreement 
as to the desirability of diminishing the 
number of licences, but I say you must 
not rely upon that reduction of licences 
as affecting very largely the quantity of 
liquor consumed. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rusheliffe): Will the right hon, Gentle- 
man give the counties ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Certainly. Group A 

includes Buckinghamshire, Bedfordshire, 
Cambridgeshire, Isle of Ely, Hertford- 
shire, Huntingdonshire, Shropshire, and 
Staffordshire. Group B — comprises 
Cheshire, Cornwall, Devonshire, Dur- 
ham, Northumberland, Lancashire, and 
Glamorgan. I would make one further 
quotation from the addendum to the 
Report by the hon. Member himself. It 
is as follows— 


“ While there can be no doubt that reduc- 
tions in the number of publie-houses and more 
stringent regulation of those which remain 
would be beneficial and would promotesobriety, 
Mr. Gladstone was giving expression to an im- 
portant truth when he said, ‘Mere reduction 
in numbers if it pretend to the dignity of a 
remedy is little better than an imposture.’ 
Reduction in number is not a remedy. It is 
at best but a palliative.” 


That is the position I take up. The hon. 
Member dealt with some figures of thecon- 
sumption of drink which I gave to the 
deputation, and quite unintentionally, I 
think, misunderstood or misquoted what 
I said. He gave some statistics which 


Mr. Litehie. 


{COMMONS} 


the King’s Speech. 622 


seemed to be antagonistic to those which 
I gave. The hon. Member says I tried to 
draw a comparison between the amount of 
liquor consumed twenty-five years ago 
and the amount consumed now. The hon. 
Member says that I was wrong in the 
comparison I made. Now he took thirty 
years, and I took twenty-five. 


*Mr. WHITTAKER : I took from 1874 
to 1899. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I beg pardon; I have 
by mistake transposed the figures ; it was 
I who took thirty years and the hon. 
Member who took twenty-five years ; 
and in order to draw his  com- 
parison he began with 1874—a year of 
great inflation. There can be no doubt 
that the comparison from 1874 to 1899 
established the hon. Gentleman’s conten- 
tion ; but if we take the period since that 
time what do we find? We find that (re- 
ducing the quantities to a basis of proof 
spirit) there has been an increase from 3°87 
gallons of proof spirit consumed per head 
on an average, in the five years 1886- 
1890 to 4°35 in 1898, an increase of about 
10 per cent. in the consumption of liquor, 
although the number of licensed houses 
has been greatly reduced. ‘That is 
another proof of my contention that the 
reduction in licences does not necessarily 
mean reduction in the consumption of 
drink. 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: Then 


why advocate a reduction ! 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Because I consider 
there are far more than are required for 
the convenience of the public. I am not 
dogmatising, and I am not expressing 
my own view as to the result. I am 
quoting actual figures which cannot be 
contested, and they show clearly that, 
notwithstanding the large reduction which 
has taken place in licences during the 
last few years, the consumption per head 
of liquor has increased. The hon. Member 
in his Amendment asks the House to say 
that our proposals are inadequate. Of 
course I know the hon. Member's view 
of inadequacy, because he has expressed 
it more than once. He addressed an 
Alliance meeting at the end of last year 
at which a resolution was proposed 
stating that the only adequate means of 
dealing with this drink question was the 
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total suppression of licences—absolute 
prohibition. That is the hon. Member's 
position, and when he speaks about our 
proposals not being adequate it is well 
that the House should understand what 
in the opinion of the hon. Member is 
adequacy. His proposal as defined by 
himself was “our aim and object are to 
suppress the liquor trade.” 


*Mr. WHITTAKER : Iam not putting 


that forward now in connection with this 
Amendment. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: No; but the hon. 
Member goes to 2 public meeting called 
for the purpose of considering temperance 
legislation, and he proposes a resolution 
stating that the aim and object of the 
Alliance and of himself are to suppress 
the liquor trade. That is what he wants 


to impose on the country ; and although | 


he is now proposing more moderate 
measures, we also know that he is not 


this question, but that he is putting for- 
ward a stepping-stone to obtain that 


which he desires—namely, total prohibi- | 


tion. 


*Mr. WHITTAKER: Am I to under- 
stand that the right hon. Gentleman con- 


demns me for being willing to go by | 


stages ! 


*Mr. RITCHIE: No, not at all; I am 
only pointing out to those hon. Members 
who are likely to be misled by the 
moderate proposals of the hon. Gentle- 
man that the proposals he makes to them 
are but a stepping-stone to total prohibi- 
tion. If it were necessary I shoula have 
no difficulty in pointing out to the House 
that wherever prohibition has been tried, 
as it has been tried in the United States, 
it has been a total and absolute failure 
in all the towns and cities where it has 
been applied. Let me commend to the 
hon. Member the study of a most valuable 
book by Messrs. Rowntree and Sher- 
well, who have made the most minute 
inquiries into all the various phases of the 
temperance question and proposals for 
legislation, and have done so with an 
earnest desire to find a solution. They 
tell us that what the hon. Member pro- 
posed has been tried, and it was found to 
be a gigantic failure in the United States. | 
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*Mr. WHITTAKER: And they recom- 
mend its adoption here. 


the King’s Speech. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: No, they do nothing 
of the kind 


*Mr. WHITTAKER: They do. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: They say—— 


“Tt has been established that, judged by 
the most elementary and practical tests—the 
tests of drunkenness—prohibition in the towns 


| and cities has oer failed. Not only 


is there indisputable evidence that drunken- 
ness is widely prevalent, but official statistics 
show that it is relatively greater in the towns 
and cities of the prohibition States than in 
non-prohibition States situated in the same 
geographical division. The absolute 
significance of the figures is too serious to be 
ignored. The law so far from increas- 
ing the purity of civic life has been productive 
of serious and widespread demoralisation.” 


*Mr. WHITTAKER: The authors re- 


; L : _commend the adoption in this country of 
proposing anything like a settlement of | 


the enactment of Local Veto. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I absolutely deny 
that is so. 


*Mr. WHITTAKER: You will find it 
in the book. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Read the whole 


| book. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Let us consider the 
more practical point of the appeal made 
to the Government as to what they pro- 
pose to do. It has been suggested by 
some that we should adopt the recom- 
mendations of the Minority, or Lord 
Peel’s, Report. It is a singular thing, | 
think it is almost unprecedented, that 
the Government should be asked to legis- 
late on the Minority Report and to ignore 
the Majority Report. But when we come 
to the Minority Report what do we find ? 
The Minority Report is signed by 
nine Commissioners, and seven of them 
think it necessary to add a memorandum. 
Five of them say that what they want 
is not simply what is in the Minority 
Report, but they want Local Veto ; and 
two of them say they will agree to any- 
thing rather than Local Veto; and two 
of them are utterly opposed to the com- 
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pensation proposals of the Minority, 
which they think absolutely indefensible. 
So that even the Minority Report does 
not come before the House as the basis 
of legislation with very much authority. 
Some reformers desire to legislate on 
the basis of the Majority Report. I have 
sufficiently indicated that the Govern- 
ment cannot proceed generally with the 
proposals in that Report. 

But it is said, “Why do you not take 
those points which are points of agree- 
ment!” It is a very plausible  state- 
ment ; and I hope that I shall be able to 
say something on that subject which 
may prove more or less satisfactory to 
The question is—What 


) 


hon. Members. 
are the points of so-called agreement 
[ refer to a circular issued by the National 
Union for the Suppression of Intem- 
perance. Among the several points 
which they say are points of agreement 


they include a demand that the 
number of licensed houses should 
be largely reduced. That is a most 


startling pronouncement. It is not 
very frank, | think, to state that this is 
a point of agreement. It is true that 
both Reports agree—as we all agree— 
that the number of licensed 
should be reduced, but when one comes 
to consider terms we find that they are 
not at all agreed. While one proposes 
to give a ridiculously inadequate degree 
of compensation, the other proposes to 
give much fuller and what I think would 
probably be a juster measure of com- 


houses 


pensation. Take again the proposal 
that the sale of intoxicating liquor 


to children under sixteen — should 
be forbidden under penalties. Both 
Reports agree as to the desirable- 


ness of doing this: but the Majority 
Report says it may not be done unless 
there is a strong force of public opinion 
in its favour. I frankly admit that, as 
far as [I am _ personally concerned, ! 
am in favour of the proposal, and I have 
always expressed that view with regard 
to it; but I see most enormous difti- 
culties, as the majority of the Com- 
mission do, in carrying it into law. 
I do not think a proposal of this 
kind introduced in a general Bill dealing 
with the question of reform would be 
at all likely to help us to pass the other 
proposals which had been suggested. 


Indeed, I think there would be a general 
Mr. Ritchie. 
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consensus of opinion that, so far as 
that particular recommendation of the 
Commission is concerned, however de- 
sirable it may be to deal with it, the 
Government perhaps would act wisely 
if they dealt with of the other 
questions rather than attempt to bring 
such controversial points as these into 
any measure of general legislation. 

Well now, it is feared that the words in 
His Majesty’s Speech are words which 
imply only a very small and insignifi- 
cant measure. Of course, the House 
will understand that it is quite impos- 
sible for me to take up one by one the 
points which have been referred to in the 
course of the debate, and to say whether 
they will or will not be included in any 
Government measure. We must reserve 
to ourselves the liberty of explaining our 
proposals when we place them before the 
House in the shape of a Bill, and it would 
be impossible for me to deal with them 
point by point in a discussion on the 
King’s Speech. But those who imagine 
that it is merely what some Gentlemen 
call a “chucking-out Bill” are quite 
mistaken as to the scope of the Bill. 
The hon. Member for North-West 
Lanarkshire put to me a specific question 
upon this point. He said that he for one 
would be delighted to accept the Bill 
if he thought that it was likely to deal 
with habitual drunkenness. Well, that 
is one of the recommendations of the 
Commission which certainly will be 
found in the Bill. No one who has had 
to study the evidence which is given of 
offences committed against the person 
can fail to see that a great deal of the 
evil is caused by people who go about 
from house to house in a more or less 
intoxicated state, until they get into a 
condition almost of frenzy, when they 
are hardly responsible for what they do. 


some 


These people may have been convicted 
half-a-dozen times, and yet they are 
supplied with drink. I think i is at 
great offence for a publican to supply a 
man with more drink if he is in a state of 
intoxication. I do not think that the 
law is sufficiently strong against offences 
of that kind, and I hope we shall make 
it stronger, and I also hope that we shall 
be able to provide that where a man 
-has been convicted again and again 
|that man’s name shall be put upon a 
list which shall be sent to the taverns 
| 
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and public-houses which he is known to 
frequent, and that a_ licence-holder 
who supplies him under these circum- 
stances shall be liable to a special penalty. 
[Some Opposition laughter.] That is 
one of the recommendations of the Com- 
mission, and I do not know why right 
hon, Gentlemen laugh. Many points 
have been referred to in connection with 
the construction of the premises of 
licence-holders, and with what has been 
called the “ back-door service ” of drink. 
Suggestions have been made by the 
Commission that the licensing authorities 
should have special officers to keep them 
informed of the manner in which houses 
areconducted. Allthese matters may fairly 
be expected to find a place in the measure 
we propose to introduce ; but there are 
also many other points in addition with 
which we hope to deal, and which will, I 
think, have a very considerable influ- 
ence on drunkenness. 

[ am afraid that [ can only assure 
the House that it is the intention of the 
Government not to confine the measure 
to the mere ~ chucking-out ” proposals 
which have been suggested, but to deal 
in a large and liberal manner with many 
of the proposals which have been made in 
common by the two Reports. [ think I 
may fairly ask the House to be content 
with that assurance on my part, and 
enable the Government to submit to 
the House in the usual form the pro- 
posals they have to make. I am quite 


aware, and the Government are quite 
aware, of the keen interest which is 
taken in the question of temperance 


on the other side of the House and on 
our own side; and I realise that it 
would be impossible for the Government 
to ignore the feeling which undoubtedly 
eg exist with regard to these matters. 
We are not asked to deal with the great 
burning question of compensation; we 
are not asked to deal with any general 
reduction of licences; but we are asked 
to deal with some of those measures 
which have been agreed to by both 
Reports. If we were to include all these 
Joint proposals in one Bill, as suggested 
by hon. Gentlemen opposite, I am ‘afraid 
that it would assume such dimensions 
as would make it extremely difficult 
to pass. I agree with those who have 
said, on both. sides of the House, that 
it is a mistake to crowd too much into 
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one Bill, that it is best to try to arrive 
at the goal step by step, and that it is 
desirable to proceed by stages. Such a 
proceeding, in my view, is much more 
likely to lead in the end to satisfactory 
legislation than for the Government to 
attempt in one measure to deal with 
all those numerous and very important 
proposals which find place in both 
Reports. I hope I have said enough to 
show that we do not intend to evade 
the questions which have been brought 
before the country in the recommenda- 
tions of the Commission, and I believe 
that we shall be able to produce a measure 
which will command general support, 
and prove that the Government are 
quite alive to the responsibility cast 
upon them in regard to this matter. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The right hon. Gentleman was occupied 
during his speech with two duties. He 
had first of all to explain and account 
for the action of the Government in 
the past, and then he had to give us 
some insight into the proposed action 
of the Government in the future. Let 
me say just now with regard to the Bill 
which is mentioned in the King’s Speech, 
that I think the right hon. Gentleman 
cannot find much fault with us, or with 
me, for instanee, who have been singled 
out specially, for having concluded that 
it was a somewhat limited police measure, 
because what he now represents to us 
is a Bill which may include a great many 
objects which are common to the two 
lines of opinion in the Reports of the 
Royal Commission—to that large list 
of thirty or forty subjects of which we 
have heard so much in the course of the 
debate. But what is the title of the 
Bill which is hypothetically promised, 
if time and circumstances permit its 
being introduced ? It is ‘A Bill for the 
prevention of drunkenness in licensed 
houses and public places.” Well, I think 
the right hon. Gentleman will have 
some difficulty in reading into a Bill 
with that limited title many of the re- 
forms which his hon. friends behind 
him have been impressing upon him. 

But the right hon. Gentleman was 
mainly a with explaining why 
it was the Government have not taken 
any action on this important subject 
hitherto. He shares to the full our 
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appreciation of the fruitful evils created 
by drunkenness in the country ; and, 
no doubt with perfect sincerity, he ex- 
presses the greatest desire to see them 
checked. But the Government have 
been in power for five or six years and 
have done nothing to check them. 
Indeed, in one sentence the right hon. 
Gentleman drew a little distinction 
between this Government and_ that 
which existed before the General Election. 
1 do not know whether we have heard 
it often before; but he spoke of the 
Government “as at present constituted.” 
Are we to treat this Government—the 
question has been asked before—as the 
same as the last Government, or as a 
new Government ? But, seeing a cer- 
tain continuity of faces on that bench, 
we are obliged to believe that the new 
Government is practically the same as 
the Government which we have had in 
office during the last five years. Well, 
during the five years nothing was done, 
although there was abundant oppor- 
tunity ; at any rate, an abundant field 
for action was provided by the inquiry 
which has taken place. I venture to 
say that there is no subject of equal 
importance on which public opinion is 
so well instructed as upon this subject 
of licensing. We have had a Royal 
Commission, which sat for three years, 
and which reported in eleven volumes 
with its evidence; and we have also 
had other inquiries conducted by private 
persons from philanthropic motives, 
such as that to which the right hon. 
Gentleman referred, by Mr. Rowntree 
and others. Therefore we are fully 
instructed and informed; and, while 
the very largeness and complexity of 
the subject may make it difficult to deal 
with comprehensively in one measure, 
yet there have been exposed to us a large 
number of subsidiary and contributory 
causes of the evil with which, surely, 
it would be possible for us to deal separ- 
ately or in smaller groups. 

But the right hon. Gentleman is not 
alone in speaking upon this subject and 
in dealing with it. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman, when he met a deputation not 
long ago, certainly created the impression 
in all our minds that he was so over- 
whelmed by the difficulties put in his 
way by the great problem of compensa- 
tion and reduction that he shrank 
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from opening the subject at all; and he 


“emphasised that attitude of his by telling 


the deputation that after all it was not 
the most important matter, that the 
question of housing was the key to the 
condition of the classes of the commu- 
nity with whom we are dealing, and 
that this question of licensing was com- 
paratively a secondary matter. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I did not say that. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Well, that the other was the most im- 
portant. But the right hon. Gentle- 
man has not been alone. We cannot 
forget an episode in another place last 
year of a singular character. The 
Prime Minister was then assailed with 
great zeal, but, as I need not say, in a 
most reasonable manner, by the Bench 
of Bishops, or by a certain number 
of the Bench of Bishops, and all that 
Lord Salisbury could say on that occasion 
was that it was necessary to proceed 
with the greatest care and circumspec- 
tion and to avoid anything like haste 
and precipitancy. ‘This, too, after three 
years of inquiry and eleven volumes of 
evidence and five or six years of delay 
altogether. 


Tue UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
Fork THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
JESSE COLLINGS, Birmingham, Bordes 
ley): The Report was only issued in 
1899. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
But surely the Government were think- 
ing while the Commission was inquiring. 
I cannot imagine them putting aside 
the question altogether until they had 
the Report in their hands. Lord Salis- 
bury, however, would not listen to the 
persuasions and argumentsof the Bishops, 
“ charm they never so wisely.” I think it 
is worth while recalling the remark- 
able duel that took place between the 
Prime Minister and the Archbishop— 
between Church and State. The State 
taunted the Church with a want of con- 
fidence in the Government in bringing 
forward their very mild and unobtrusive 
motion. The Church protested that 
it retained its full confidence. Where- 
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upon the head of the State retorted 
upon the head of the Church— 


“The most reverend Prelate may most 
kindly say what he likes; what I care for is 
what he does.” 


And this frank declaration was received 
by the most reverend Prelate with a meek- 
ness which we cannot but all admire. 
We had almost a repetition of the same 
thing last night, when the hon. Mem- 
ber for North-West Manchester said that 
he and his friends, who constitute so 
large a section of the party opposite, were 
disposed to be pertectly reasonable, 
but if they were not properly received 
by the Government they would become 
unreasonable. 
the two, I have greater faith in the 
layman than in the Churchman, because, 
in the case of the Churchman ecclesi- 
astical pride must yield to that doctrine 
of submission and humility which right 
reverend Prelates preach in the exercise 
of their duties, whereas the layman in 
this House is always stimulated and 
confirmed in his action by his know- 
ledge of the feelings of the community, 
and especially of the feeling among 
the electors. I think, therefore, that 
on the whole we are likely to have 
more effect made by remonstrances 
trom Members of this House than by 
all the Bishops on the Bench. Indeed, 
I think we have seen in the proceedings 
of to-day the effect of those remon- 
strances. 

Let me say that, so far as I am con- 
cerned, I am one of those who, from 
the very first time I took any public 
part in this question either by voice or 
vote, have always supported giving the 
control of licensing to the inhabitants 
of the district. It matters compara- 
tively little what your machinery or 
what the method may be for ascertain- 
ing that opinion; the great object is 
to have that principle recognised. 
on two grounds. First, because the 
inhabitants are the men who are best 
acquainted with local circumstances, 
and are most likely to be either benefited 
or disadvantaged by the results of the 
licensing system; and, in the second 
place, because you get upon a sound and 
solid basis of principle—namely, popular 
control—which gives you something 
to stand upon, and may lead to a final 
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settlement. No one can fail to see that 
a settlement on that extreme ground 
will be difficult of accomplishment. 
I am not going to enter upon the contro- 
versy about compensation, which the 
right hon. Gentleman has been discussing 
and with which my hon. friend behind me 
dealt last night with great moderation 
and in a very reasonable spirit, because 
that is really beyond the scope of the 
Amendment. Our object is to leave 
that question aside, and, while inviting 
the Government to do nothing which 
may compromise the future or prejudice 
future reforms of a more complicated 
urge them at 
all events now to set themselves to 
carry out such reforms as may be 
generally approved of. There may be 
a subject standing by itself on which 
all sections of opinion may agree. 
I can imagine many great questions 
exercising the public mind where a 
small step may compromise action in 
the future. Take for instance the 
whole course of proceeding in regard 
to the franchise. It might at any time 
be said that if some small concession 
were made, it would not be final, but 
would point inevitably to greater con- 
cessions in the future. But these matters, 
which have been brought so clearly 
before the House over and over again 
by hon. Members on both sides, are 
succinctly set forth in the recommen- 
dations of those two Reports—each one 
of them standing by itself, each in- 
dependent of the other, compromising 
nothing beyond their own scope, each 
of them at the same time capable of 
effecting a large amount of good. Take 
the whole question of the licensing 
authorities and the checks to the licensing 
authorities and all these other existing 
provisions of the law, which, according 
to the moderate representations made 
to us last night, amounts to a scandal 
in the present administration of this 
branch of public duty. 

There is another point, I think, which 
may be pressed strongly, and that is the 
necessity of greater strictness in the 
administration of the law as it stands 
and greater authority and encourage- 
ment being given to the police. We are 
apt to say that the police do not exercise 
their powers and do not report occur- 
rences which they ought to report. Put 
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the police act according to the spirit with 
which they are inspired by those whe 
employ them. There is a department 
of the question, standing entirely by 
itself, to which, I think, at all events 
some attention might be p:id. If those 
of us who have larger ideas—perhaps 
what may be called more extreme ideas, 
who seek more extreme reforms, are 
willing not to raise the questions con- 
nected with them, but to accept and 
cordially support more moderate but 
practical reforms, provided, of course, 
we are not prejudiced for the future, 
then I think that spirit ought to be met 
by a willingness on the part of those who 
dislike those larger reforms to effect 
those changes which in no degree com- 
promise them. ‘That those changes 
which have been advocated during this 
debate would be beneficial is admitted 
by all friends, not of temperance merely, 
but of decency and propriety in the pro- 
visions and practice of the la» ; and | 
trust the right hon. Gentleman will be 
able to put a little more into his Bill than 
he has foreshadowed. If he had been 
able to say that we had altogether mis- 
taken the scope of his Bill, and that it 
would be such a Bill as would include a 
great many of those topics to which 
reference has been made by friends on 
both sides of the House, then the object 
of this Amendment would have been 
gained. But if the right hon. Gentleman 
confines his Bill to the one question of 
“drunkenness in licensed houses or 
public places,” as expressed in the King’s 
Speech, I am afraid that in these cireum- 
stances we cannot accept his answer as at 
all satisfactory ; and it will be necessary to 
protest, therefore, by this Amendment 


against anv further indifference to an | 
evil which eats deeper and closer into | 
the life of our people than any other | 
that Parliament can deal with, and to | 


invite the Government, if possible, to 
extend their proposed Bill so as to include 
those reforms which have been advocated 
by the Royal Commission, by both sides 
of opinion upon it, and by both sides of 
the House. 


CoLtonEL PILKINGTON (Lancashire, 
Newton): I confess that at the beginning 
of the speech of my right hon. friend we 
were very much afraid that the Govern- 
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ment did not intend to satisfy the wishes 
of many Members on this side of the 
House. But as he proceeded I admit 
that my hopes were raised, although I do 
not know that they have been very 
much raised. I believe that there is an 
open door, but the door is not open very 
‘far yet. I must confess that when I saw 
those words in His Majesty's gracious 
Speech from the Throne I was very 
much disappointed. A great number of 
Unionist Members in the House before 
theend of the year signified to the Govern- 
ment very strongly, and in a very plain 
manner, that they thought the time 
was now ripe for a reform of the licensing 
laws. The hon. Member for North-West 
Lanarkshire complimented hon. Gentle- 
men on this side of the House on what 
he was pleased to call our subserviency 
to our leaders. If he meant by sub- 
serviency discipline and the expediency 
of giving support in good faith to our 
leaders, and obedience to their orders, 
then it exists on this side of the House. 
But, after all, there is a strong feeling— 
a very strong feeling—on this side of the 
House, that although discipline may 
count for much, and may stand almost 
for anything, so far as we are concerned, 
still, to disappoint enthusiastic and faith- 
ful followers in the country does not seem 
to me to be true policy. 

I will not go largely into the matter, or 
weary the House, but I may say that in 
my opinion there was never a moment 
more ripe for legislation on a subject that 
at once is not new and is complicated. The 
present licensing laws are confusing 
and contradictory, and the licensing 
authorities all over the country are beset 
with the utmost difficulty in the dis 
charge of their duties in the administra- 
tion of these laws. I do not care at the 
present time about compensation, but 
what I do care about is that the licensing 
jauthority should have full power over 
| licensing matters — full power over 
licensed premises wherever  alcoholi¢ 
‘liquor is sold. When the chairman ofa 
|licensing authority comes to discharge 
his duty he is often placed in the most 
I recall 


difficult and absurd position. 
one instance in particular. From a place 
iclose to a fully-licensed public-house, in 
|regard to which the licensing authority 
have full power, there came an application 
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to the licensing authority for an off- } 
The premises were poor and. 


licence. 
small ; they were within twenty yards 
of the public-house ; but they did not 
come within that line within which the 
magistrates could refuse at once to grant 
it, although they were so near the line as 
to make it a matter for discussion as to 
whether the licence could be granted or 
not. Other public-houses were also near. 
The licensing authority, of which I was 
a member, refused the licence. We 
thought it was a most improper appli- 
cation, and we refused the licence, being 
of opinion that it was against the public 
interest. We were threatened by lawyers, 
who came specially to the court for that 
purpose, that if we refused to grant 
the licence they would apply for a manda- 
mus against us to show cause why we 
should not grant it. Nevertheless, we 
refused it—we considered it our duty to 
refuse to grant it. About six weeks or 
two months afterwards we had to go 
into court, and by order of the judge 
we had to grant that licence, and, 
in my opinion, in that case the law 
ordered us to do a thing which was 
wrong. That is a case which shows the 
absurdity of the position in which the 
licensing authorities are placed. I think 
every licence should be under the same 
authority, and should be granted under 
the same conditions. Is it fair to the 
publican, to the trade, that these little 
hits of places should be able to set them- 
selves up anywhere without the approval 
of the licensing authority ? 

Then there are other matters before 
the House. It appears to me that 
the two things which His Majesty's 
Government ought to place in their Bill, 
and which they will settle by legisla- 
tion this session, I hope, are the question 
of the position of all the licences under 
the licensing authority, and that the 
licensing authority—so far as I am con- 
cerned, I am perfectly content that the 
present authority should continue— 
should be enabled to deal properly and 
thoroughly with all the licences. I don’t 
believe that the Government will ever 
have a better chance, or that this House 
will ever have a better chance for many 
years, to give to the country a very good 
instalment of licensing reform. Every- 
body is ready for it, and it only wants 
putting into a Bill. But I hope the idea 
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of a mere police measure, or a small 
thing, will be done away with altogether, 
and the proper placing in possession of 
the licensing authority of right, reason- 
able and proper powers, and the reform 
of the licensing laws, will be the first 
part of the Government Bill. If any 
other smaller matter can be put in, by all 
means let it be done. 


Mr. BELL (Derby): I rise to make 
what may be termed my maiden speech 
in this House. In point of time my 
speech shall be young, and I hope in 
point of observation it shall be fair. 1 
did not intend at all to intervene in this 
debate until it was alleged by the hon. 
Member for South Leitrim that this re- 
form was not required by the industrial 
classes. I want to refute that. I think 
that where hon. Members representing 
Ireland have not done justice to those 
who are endeavouring to improve the 
condition of the workers in this part of 
the country—the hon. Member certainly 
did not do so—is that they do not give 
credit to those of us who advocate some 
reform on temperance lines in the in- 
terest of the working classes. I know 
something of the workers in this country, 
and I know something of the workers 
in Ireland, and just previous to the 
passing of the new Local Government 
Act for Ireland I was in several towns 
in that country, and | am bound to say 
that, deplorable as was the condition 
which the hon. Member says he saw in 
a village in the north of England, I saw 
some centres in Ireland as bad or worse. 
So far as the workers of Ireland are con- 
cerned, the wages are very far below 
what they ought to be and what a man 
ought to receive, and in the interest of 
the workers of Ireland, as well as of 
England, some reform should be in- 
augurated, that this evil might be done 
away with. 

I do not think hon. Members have 
quite appreciated the position of those 
who have over-indulged in the habit of 
taking intoxicating liquor; and the 
curse is that we find that many of our 
best workmen are the men who have 
fallen in consequence of over-indulgence 
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and I say also, that the workmen who | 
over-indulge, and who lose most of their | 
time, are the best workmen. ‘There are 
a large number of workers in this country 
who are perhaps unable to control them- 
selves in this respect, and there are men 
who have told me time after time that , 
they cannot resist the temptation, and 
that they wish that something might be 
done to remove the evil out of their way. 
Therefore I claim that it is the duty 


of this House, irrespective of party, 
to pass legislation to reform this 
evil, and make things better. I have 


been to the large provincial towns in 
this country, and what do I find? In 
Manchester, for instance, they have 
common urinals open to the street—and 
I hope the Home Secretary will not over- 
look this in his Bill—and it does not tend 
to improve the morality of a town to 
find men half intoxicated and half ex- 
posed at these places owing to their 
over-indulgence in drink. 

In many of the constituencies sending 
representatives to this House we find a 
large proportion of working men electors, 
and for working men not actually tem- 
perance men the possibility of any 
reform that might remove from them 
entirely the opportunity of their get- 
ting their glass of beer would be un- 
welcome, but I do not think that any 
man would be so extreme as to desire to 
deprive a man of the opportunity of 
having a glass of beer if he requires 
it. What I desire to see is some 
Bill introduced by the right hon. 
Gentleman which will, without being 
extreme, not be in any way too moderate. 
I hope he will introduce a Bill containing 
more clauses than those he foreshadows. 
Then we can call the Bill a moderate one. 
It is inthat hopethat I haveapproached 
the House with these few observations, 
and now, as the voice of the workers has 
been joined with that of the employers, 
all classes, all sections of the community 
are almost unanimously of opinion that 
we want legislation which is likely to 
advance the temperance cause. I do not 


know what may be the opinion of hon. 
gentlemen on the opposite side of the 
House, but I do not see how we could ad- | 
vance the cause in any way by bringing 
the House to a division on this matter, 
but having had the promise of the Home 
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Secretary, I think we may trust to him 
on this occasion and may be content to 
wait and see whether the Bill he proposes 
to introduce will be one worthy of con- 


| sideration. 


I do not wish to detain the House 
with any further observations. I merely 
wished to associate myself with the 


_Amendment in order that it might not be 


said in the future that it was simply the 
employers who desired tosee temperance 
reform. 


Mr. J. W. WILSON (Worcestershire, 
N.): Iam one of a great many upon this 
side of the House who have been trying 
to make our voices heard to strengthen 
the hands of the Home Secretary in his 
contemplation of the proposed Bill, and I 
must admit I am disappointed at the 
very vague and shadowy promises which 
he has made. Not only is the proposed 
measure very much what we were afraid 
it would be from the King’s Speech, 
but we find we cannot draw from the 
right hon. Gentleman’s remarks any 
assurance that the Bill will be intro- 
duced at all. I am ready to believe that 
the right hon. Gentleman desires to 
introduce it, and I hope I do not mis- 
judge him when I say he hopes to bring 
in an extended Bill, but his defence this 
morning was very weak. The only part 
of his address that was not was when he 
tackled local veto and compensation, 
which we do not ask the Government to 
deal with. We represent the great and 
growing moderate feeling in the coun- 
try. It does not really matter what 
resolutions were passed at the con- 
ference at Manchester last week, because 
we know what line temperance societies 
take, and I for one have never had 
any sympathy with the line taken by 
them when the licensing question 1s 
before the House. But we find there 
is a growing opinion among mode 
rate men that something requires to be 
done, and we would much sooner that 
what is necessary should be done by our 
own party than that it should be left 
to the other side; or, at all events, we 
would rather have the legislation taken 
in hand by the Government at the ume 


in power. 
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What does the man in the street think 
of this position? During the last five 
years we saw a Commission appointed 
with great promise and, if I might say so, 
a grand flourish of trumpets; we saw 
also a most impartial man elected to the 
chairmanship of the Commission; we 
saw him laboriously and conscientiously 
proceeding through the inquiry with an 
immense mass of evidence before him ; 
and, finally, we saw him produce a more 
drastic Report than anybody expected, 
based on his judgment and the facts and 
circumstances brought before him. We 
saw at the same timea Report signed by 
two of the most intelligent representa- 
tives of the trade, agreeing in many | 
particulars with Lord Peel’s Report. 
Surely the recommendations which are 
embodied in both Reports should be 
given effect to,and the Government would | 
be safe in proceeding on those lines. I 
am not an old Member of Parliament, | 
but I have sat here five years now, and | 
[ am perfectly satisfied that if things | 
had been otherwise last autumn, and the 
attention of the country had not been 
diverted to other subjects, or if, at any 
rate, by the chances of the late election 
the Government of the country had been 
placed in the hands of hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, there would be many on this | 
side of the House quite ready to throw 
the Reports of the Commission at the | 
heads of the new administration ; and as 
it is admitted that we have been the 
consistent supporters of the Government 
we have a right to expect more than the | 
shadowy and indefinite promises which | 
have been given to us this afternoon. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.), who 
rose amid loud cries of ** Divide” and who | 
in consequence was somewhat indis- 
tinctly heard, disclaimed any intention | 
of talking the Amendment out. He | 
merely desired to make one remark on | 
the subject before the House, which he | 


AYE 


Allan, William (Gateshead) Bell, Richard 


{20 FEBRUARY 1901} 


the King’s Speech. 640 


hoped might influence the Irish party, 
with whom he had always been glad to 
act, in not throwing their weight into 
the scale against temperance reform. 
In that part of Ireland in which he re- 
sided he was perhaps better acquainted 
with the country districts than the hon. 
Gentleman who directly represented it, 
and he ventured to declare that no 
reform was so much required in Ireland 
as the reform of the licensing laws. That 
conclusion he arrived at many years. 
ago from a knowledge of the towns and 
villages in his immediate neighbour- 
hood, and he did not believe there was 
any rural village in the world where 
such bad drink was sold from such bad 
houses, and in which so many licensed 
houses existed as in the villages of Ire- 
land. In a village near where he lived, 
with a population of 500, there were 20 
licensed houses, and in the county town, 
with a population of only 3,000, there 
were 60 licensed houses. That was 
the way in which Ireland suffered, and 
he would like to see Irish Members assist 
the party to get some kind of reform. 
There was one figure taken from the 
evidence before the Commission which 
he desired to recall to the attention of 
the House, which confirmed his view,. 
In 1842, when the population of Ireland 
was 8} millions, there were only 13,000 
licensed houses ; in 1887, with a popula- 
tion of 44 millions, the licensed houses had 
increased to 18,500. That was a most 
extraordinary figure. In a country 
where the population had decreased 50: 
per cent., licensed houses had increased 
by 40 per cent. All Members of the 
House were eager to see some wide 


| measure of reform introduced. 


Question put. 


The 


Noes, 272. 


House divided :—Ayes, 146 ;. 


(Division List No. 4.) 


Ss. 


Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 





Allen,Chas. P.(Glouc., Stroud) 
Asquith, RtHn. Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 


Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Jeaumont, Wentworth C. B. 


Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Broadhurst, Henry 


Brown,George M.(Edinburgh) | 


Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 


Burt, Thomas 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 


Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H- 





641 


Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Colville, John 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 


Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, James H. 

Dunn, Sir William 


Edwards, Frank 
Ellis, John Edward 
Emmott, Alfred 
Evans, Samuel T. 


Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. M. (Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 


‘Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

‘Gurdon, Sir Wm. Brampton 


Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Harcourt,Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Hardie, J. Keir(Mert hyrTydvil 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Kt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife; West) 


Jacoby, James Alfred 
Joicey, Sir James 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edwin Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Kt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 


Baird, John George Alexander | 


Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 


Balfour, Rt HnGerald W( Leeds | 


Balfour,Maj. K.R.(Christchch) 
Banbury, Fredk. George 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

pasion, George C. T. 


Address in Answer to 
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Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 


Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth | 
Kitson, Sir James 


Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese,SirJosephF.( Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph (Stockport) 


| Leng, Sir John 


Lewis, John Herbert 
Lough, Thomas 


Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 


| Markham, Arthur Basil 


Mather, William 

Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
Morgan,J.Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morton, Edw.J.C. (Devonport) 
Moulton, John Flether 
Murphy, J. 


Newnes, Sir George 
Norman, Henry : 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


| Nussey, Thomas Willans 


Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 


Palmer, George W m. (Reading) 


| Partington, Oswald 


Paulton, James Mellor 
Perks, Kobert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 


| Price, Robert John 


Reid,Sir Kk. Threshie( Dumfries 


NOES, 


Beach, Rt Hn.SirM.H.( Bristol} ; 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bignold, A. 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boulnois, kdmund 

sowles,l’. Gibson (King’sLynn 
Boyle, James 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Kt. Hon. St. John 
Brovktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, AlexanderH. (Shropsh. 
Bull, William James 
Butcher, John George 


Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, KtHon.J.(Birm. 
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Rickett, J. Compton 

toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Russell, T. W. 


Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shipman, Dr. John 

Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHnC. R.( Northants 
Stevenson, Francis 5. 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal 


Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Alfred ((slamorgan,E. 
Thomas, David Alfd.(Merthyr) 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, ThomasCourtenay T, 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 
White, George (Norfolk) 
Whiteley,George( York, W. i.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams,Osmond(Merioneth) 
Wilson,Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson,J.W.( Worcestersh. N. 
Wodehouse, Hn. Armine( Essex 
Woodhouse, SirJ T( Huddersi’d 


Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. M‘Arthur. 


Chamberlain, J. Austen( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Cullinan, J, 

Cust, Henry John C. 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Daly, James 

Dewar, T.R. (Tower Hamlets) 
Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 
Dinsdale, SirJoseph¢ ‘ocktield 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Doogan, P. C. 
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I ougl: 
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Duke, 
Dyke, 
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Faber. 
Fare le 
Farrel 
Fellov 
Fereu: 
Fielde 
Finch, 
Finlay 
Fisher 
Fison, 
FitzGi 
Fitzre 
Flann 
Flavir 
Fletel 
Flowe 
Forste 


Gartit 
Gibbs. 
(odso 
Gordo 
Gordo 
Gorst. 
Gosch 
Gould 
Green 
Green 
Grent 
(rrett 
Grove 
Guest 
Guth 


Halse 
Haml 
Hani 
Hami 
Hare, 
Harri 
Hasla 
Hasle 
Hatel 
Heatl 
Heat] 
Helde 
Hend: 
Herm 
Hoare 
Hoare 
Hope. 
Horn! 
Hoult 
Hozie 
Huds 
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Jame 
Jettre 
Jessel 
Johns 
Johns 
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643 Address in Answer to 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir WilliamTheodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wim. H. 


Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 


Faber, (seorge a 
Fardell, “ted T. George 
Farrell, James I 'atrick 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Fereusson, Rt. Hn.SirJd(Mane'r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, HonEdward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 


Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H(CityofLond. 
(:odson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’ml'ts 
Gorst. Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, Hon.George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, Sir E. W.(BurySt. Ed.) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 


Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG.(Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marq. of (L’nd’nd’y 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem th 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Heath, James (Staffords,N. W. 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Hoare, Edw. B. (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hope, J. F. (Sheffield) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hozier, Hon. J. H. Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 


Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel,C: uptain Herbert Merton | 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | 


Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir J. H. 
Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. Wm. 
Kimber, Henry 
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King, Sir Henry Seymour 


Lambton, Hon. Frederick W. 


Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lecky, Rt. Hon. Wm. E. H. 
Lee, Capt. A. H( Hants, Farehm 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Loder, Gerald ne Erskine 
Long, Col. ag V. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. "1B ristol, S) 
Lonsdale, pd Hf Srownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C.(Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. J. (Kent) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lueas, Reginald (Portsmouth) 
Lundon, W. 


Macartney, Rt. Hn. W. G. E. 
Macedona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Col.J.(Antrim,E. 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Killop, James(Stirlingshire 
M‘kKillop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Maicolm, [an 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey- ae ees Hn W.F. 
Maxwell, W.J.(Dumfriessbire) 
Melville, Scneciont Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, 


Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt, Hon. Sir F. ( 


Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Mooney. John J. 

Moore, “ar (Antrim, N.) 
More, R. J. (Shropshire) 
Morris, ota Martin Henry F. 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newidigate, Francis Alex. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nolan,Col. JohnP.(Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’ Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

| O'Malley, William 


Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
P. 


arkes, Ebenezer 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Penn, John 
Perey, Earl 
Pilkington, Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


J. Throgmorton | 
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Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 


Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 


Radcliffe, R. F. 

Randles, John S. 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reddy, M. 

teid, James (Greenock) 
temnnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,Samuel F (Bethnal G’n 
Litchie, Rt. HonChas. Thomson 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropuer, Colonel Robert 
Rutherford, John 


Sackville, Col. S$. G. Stopford- 
Sadler,Col.Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. He (Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinelair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith,H.C(N’th’mb, Tyneside 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Spencer, Ernest(W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M*Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell,Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 


Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxfd Uni. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Col. Edward 
Tully, Jasper 


Valentia, Viscount 


Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wason,JohuCatheart(Orkney 
Welby,Lt-Col. A.C. E(Taunton 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts) 
Wharton,Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-under-L 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E. R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd,Wim. H. (Yorks. ) 
Wodehouse, Rt. HnE. R.( Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. b. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


Young, Com’nder (Berks, E.) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 








645 Adjournment of 


Main Question again proposed. 


Debate arising; and, it being half- 
past Five of the clock, the debate stood 
adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed To-morrow. 


NEW BILLS. 


EVICTED TENANTS (IRELAND). 


Bill for the reinstatement of the 
Evicted Tenants in Ireland, and for 
other purposes, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. T. P. O'Connor, Mr. John 
Redmond, Mr. William O’Brien, Mr. 
Dillon, and Mr. James O’Kelly. 


EVICTED TENANTS (IRELAND) BILL. 


“ For the reinstatement of the Evicted 
Tenants in Ireland, and for other pur- 
poses,” presented, and read the first 
to be read a second time upon 


time ; 
Wednesday, 27th March, and to be 
printed. [Bill 52.] 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT 


(1897) AMENDMENT (No. 2). 

Bill to amend the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act, 1897, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. M‘Kenna, Sir Walter 
Foster, Mr. William Abraham (Rhondda), 
Mr. Bell, Mr. D. A. Thomas, Mr. Fen- 
wick, Mr. Pickard, Mr. Burt, Mr. John 


Wilson (Durham), Mr. Jacoby, Mr. 
Markham, and Mr. Broadhurst. 
WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT 


(1897) AMENDMENT (No. 2) BILL. 


“To amend the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act, 1897,” presented, and 
read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Wednesday, 27th February, 
and to be printed. [Bill 53.] 


INTOXICATING 
(IRELAND). 


SALE OF LIQUORS 
Bill to amend the Law relating to the 
Sale of Intoxicating Liquors in Ireland 
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the House. 
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on Saturdays and Sundays, ordered to 
| be brought in by Mr. William Johnston, 
Mr. Jordan, Colonel Saunderson, and 
| Mr. Kennedy. 


| 
SALE INTOXICATING 


(IRELAND) BILL. 


OF LIQUORS 


“To amend the Law relating to the 
Sale of Intoxicating Liquors in Ireland 
on Saturdays and Sundays,” presented, 
and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday, 20th 
March, and to be printed. [Bill 54.] 


ULSTER CUSTOM. 


Bill to provide a further remedy for 
enforcing the Ulster Tenant-right Cus- 
tom in the case of sales thereunder, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. William 
Moore, Mr. Lonsdale, and Mr. Archdale. 


ULSTER CUSTOM BILL. 


“To provide a further remedy for 
enforcing the Ulster Tenant-right Cus- 
tom in the case of sales thereunder,” 
presented, and read the first time ; to be 
read a second time upon Wednesday, 
13th March, and to be printed. [Bill 
55.] 


TIED HOUSES ABOLITION. 


Bill to provide for the abolition of 
Tied Houses, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Broadhurst, Sir John Brunner, 
Sir Walter Foster, Mr. Levy, and Mr. 
Thomas Bayley. 


TIED HOUSES ABOLITION BILL. 


“To provide for the abolition of Tied 
| Houses,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon 
, Wednesday, 6th March, and to be printed 


[Bill'56.7 


Adjourned at a quarter before Six 
of the clock. 
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Returns, 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, 21st February, 1901. 





EARLDOM OF NORFOLK. 


Petition of Charles Botolph Joseph, Lord 
Mowbray, Lord Segrave, and Baron and 
Lord Stourton of Stourton, for leave to 
lodge his printed case ; read, and ordered 
as prayed. 


Petition of Charles Botolph Joseph, 
Lord Mowbray, Lord Segrave, and Baron 
and Lord Stourton of Stourton, praying 
that he may be permitted to refer in his 
printed case, and in any proceedings 
which may follow in their Lordships’ 
House, to the printed evidence adduced 
in support of the Petition of Alfred 
Joseph, then Baron and Lord Stourton, 
presented on the 11th of May, 1876; read 
and referred to the Committee for 
Privileges. 


DARCY DE KNAYTH, MEYNILL, AND 
FAUCONBERG BARONIES. 

Petition of (1) Marcia Amelia Mary 
Countess of Yarborough, and in her own 
right Baroness Conyers, the wife of 
Charles Alfred Worsley Earl of Yar- 
borough, and of (2) Violet Ida Elvyn, the 
wife of George Charles Earl of Powis ; 
praying that they may be allowed to 
refer in their printed case and in any 
proceedings which may follow in their 
Lordships’ House, to the evidence ad- 
duced in support of the Petition of George 
William Frederick Marquess of Carmar- 
then, claiming the Barony of Conyers, 
presented on the 25th of April, 1797, and 
also to the evidence adduced in support 
of the Petition of Sir Henry Paston 
Bedingfeld, claiming the Barony of 
Grandison, presented on the 20th of 
February, 1854; read, and referred to 
the Committee for Privileges. 


Several Lords took the Oath. 


RD9ETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRADE REPORTS. 
I. Annual Series : 


No. 2556. Yucatan. 
No. 2557. Thessaly (Trade and Agri- 
culture). 


VOL. LXXXIX. [FourtH SEriEs.] 
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II. Miscellaneous Series : 


No. 548. United States (Beet Sugar 
Industry). 


RAILWAY AND CANAL TRAFFIC ACTS, 
1854-1894. 
Twelfth Annual Report of the Railway 
and Canal Commission ; with appendix. 


ARMY. 


I. Return of Military Forces in South 
Africa: 1899-1901. 


Correspondence between  Field- 
Marshal Lord Roberts, Commanding-in- 
Chief South African Field Force, and 
Acting Commandant-General Botha, dated 
12th, 13th, 14th, and 15th June, 1900. 


AGRICULTURAL SEEDS. 

Report and evidence taken before the 
Departmental Committee appointed by 
the Board of Agriculture to inquire into 
the conditions under which agricultural 
seeds are at present sold ; together with 
appendices and index. 


INDIA (ROYAL INDIAN ENGINEERING 
COLLEGE). 
Correspondence relating to the re- 
modelling of the studies and the retire- 
ment of certain of the Professors and 

Lecturers. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


SAINT VINCENT. 
Amending Prison Rules, 1900. 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES, WORKMEN’S 
COMPENSATION SCHEMES, INDUS- 
TRIAL AND PROVIDENT SOCIETIES, 
AND TRADE UNIONS. 

Reports of the Chief Registrar of 

Friendly Societies for 1900. 


PUBLIC RECORDS. 

I. Court of Common Pleas: Further 
schedule containing a list and particulars 
of classes of documents of His Majesty’s 
late Court of Common Pleas, at West- 
minster, which are now in the Public 


Record Office, but are not considered of 


sufficient public value to justify their 
preservation therein ; 

II. Paymaster General’s Department : 
Second Schedule, containing a list and 


2E 
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particulars of classes of documents which 
have been removed from the Office of His 
Majesty’s Paymaster General, and de- 
posited in the Public Record Office, but 
which are not considered of sufficient | 
public value to justify their preservation | 
therein. 


S. 4, War—Hospitals 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


SOUTH AFRICAN (CAMPATGN). 

Return stating the number of sailors 
and soldiers, giving their names and de- 
scription, who have been invalided home 
since the commencement of the South 
African campaign, and have died from 
wounds or disease—Address for (The 
Marquess of Aileshury). 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
BERWICKSHIRE COUNTY TOWN BILL 
[H.L.]. 

A Bill to constitute the town of Duns 
to be the head burgh or county town of 
Berwickshire—was presented by the Lord 
Balfour; read 1¢; to be printed; and 
referred to the Examiners. (No. 9.) 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. 

Report by the Chairman of Committees 
of the House of Lords and the Chairman 
of Ways and Means in the House of 
Commons— 


1. That provisions of the Caledonian 
Electric Power Order, the Caledonian 
Railway Order, the Cyde Valley Elee- 
trical Power Order, the Glasgow and 
Renfrew District Railway Transfer Order, 
the Glasgow and South-Western Railway 
Order, and the North British Railway 
Order, are of such a character that they 
ought to be dealt with by Private Bills 
and not by Provisional Orders. 

2. That the provisions of the Paisley 
Police Public Health and Tramways 
Order (other than those relating to Tram- 
ways) raise such questions of policy and 
principle, that they ought to be dealt 
with by Private Bill, but that the Pro- 
visional Order so far as it relates to 
Tramways may proceed. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


{LORDS} 


detail. 
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BILLS INTRODUCED, 


CREMATION BILL [1.1]. 


A Bill for the regulation of the burn- 
ing of human remains, and to enable burial 
authorities to establish crematoria—was 


presented by the Lord Monkswell ; read 


1*; and to be printed. (No. 10.) 
MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894, 


AMENDMENT BILL [H.1.). 

A Bill to amend the Merchant Shipping 
Act, 1894—was presented by the Lord 
Muskerry ; read 1“; and to be printed. 
[No. 11.] 


House adjourned during pleasure ; and 
resumed by the Lord Chancellor. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—HOSPITALS 
COMMISSION. 
THe Eart or KILMOREY: My 


Lords, I rise to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War what steps the Govern- 
ment intend to take with reference to the 
recommendations contained in the Report 
of the Royal Commission appointed to 
consider and report upon the care and 
treatment of the sick and wounded 
during the South African campaign ; page 
69, lines 6, 7, 8, and 9. With the indul- 
gence of the House, and for the benefit of 
those noble Lords who may possibly not 
have read the Report of the Royal Com- 
mission, I would ask leave to quote the 
words to which I allude in my question. 
The Commission say :— 

“We recommend the appointment at some 
early convenient time of a departmental or 
other committee of experts to inquire into 
and report upon the steps needed to effect the 
following objects.” 


I will not attempt to occupy your Lord- 
ships’ time by going into those objects in 
I may say that I have no wish or 
desire to embarrass His Majesty’s Govern- 
'ment by putting any inconvenient ques- 
tions. Of the numerous points included 
in the question of Army reform this is the 
only one upon which a Royal Commission 
| has reported, and I hope that the Govern- 
/ment will take action upon it within a 
| reasonable time. 
SECRETARY oF 


*THE UNDER 


|STATE ror WAR (Lord RaGian): My 
| Lords, I am afraid. I cannot give the noble 
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Earl the information he desires as to the | 


exact manner in which the recommenda- 
tionsofthe Royal Commissionon Hospitals 
are to be carried out by the Government. 
The noble Earl is aware that the Report 
is a very important and a lengthy docu- 


ment, and that it has only just been | 


issued. The Government therefore have 
had hardly time as yet thoroughly to 
digest the suggestions. 


the great importance of the question of a 
thorough reorganisation of the medical 
system of the Army, and that in any 
reorganisation that will be undertaken 
we shall avail ourselves to the utmost of 
any advice or assistance which we can 
obtain either from the heads of the 
medical profession or from any other 
source whatever. 


Eart SPENCER: I do not think the | 


noble Lord has answered the question put 
to him by the noble Earl on the Cross 
Benches—-namely, whether the Govern- 
ment intend to appoint a departmental 
committee or other committee of experts 
to examine into the matter as recom- 


mended by the Hospitals Commission. | | 
can quite understand that the noble Lord , 


may not wish to go in any great detail 
into the steps the Government are going 
to take. All I say is this, that this 
matter is of great importance to the 
Army, and particularly to the unfortunate 
wounded and sick, and therefore it is 
necessary to ascertain whether the 
Government intend to take the matter in 
hand at once themselves, or whether they 
are going to act upon the Report of the 
Hospitals Commission, at the close of 
which there is a very specific reeommen- 
dation. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 


LANSDOWNE): I think the noble Lord } 


who spoke for the War Office made it per- 

fectly clear that that Department is fully 

alive to the great importance of the recom- | 
mendations embodied in the Report of 
the Hospitals Commissions. As the 
noble Lord has said, the Report has only 
heen a very few days in our hands, and 
it is rather too soon to make an announce- | 
ment as to the particular action which we 
should take in order to give effect to its | 
recommendations. The Commission sug- | 


gested that there should be appointed | 
at an early or convenient time a depart- 


{21 Fepruary 1901} 


But I can assure | 
the noble Earl that we are fully alive to. 
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mental or other committee of experts. 
| Well, my Lords, I am able to say that it 
is the intention of the Secretary for War 
to have recourse to the best expert advice 
he can obtain from the medical profession 
or from other sources ; but whether that 
advice is to be taken by the appointment 
of a Committee or Commission, and 
whether the inquiry should be depart- 
mental or not departmental—these are 
matters of detail which we may fairly ask 
for a little time to consider. Your Lord- 
ships may rest assured that the investiga- 
tion promised in another place by the 
Secretary for War will take place, and 
that it will be, as he said, a very thorough 
one indeed. 


Lord TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, 


‘I think we have a right to complain also 


of the supplementary answer given by the 
noble Marquess. Those who have read 
the Report and recommendations of the 
Hospitals Commission will agree that they 
felt their inquiry was by no means com- 
plete ; that they had not the powers 
necessary to enable them to carry out 
their duties efficiently ; and that they 
thought it was absolutely necessary, in 
order to come to a fair conclusion on the 
subject, that a supplementary inquiry 
should be held, for they say— 


“We recommend the appointment at some 
early convenient time of a departmental or 
other committee of experts.” 


All the noble Marquess suggests is that 
the Government are going to take the 
best advice they can get from medical 
experts. Well, my Lords, I do not think 
the advice of medical experts alone is at 
all sutticient. 

THE Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: 
I said experts generally. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: Then I with- 
draw my remark. I do not think the 


plea of the noble Marquess with regard 


to the want of time is altogether suffi- 


‘cient. This is the 21st of February ; the 


Report was delivered in January, and 
the Government have had a month to 
consider whether they should not at once 
adopt some of its recommendations. I 


' am afraid that the Government take some- 


what too optimistic a view of the matter, 
as they have done on other occasions. I 
would venture to quote a_ sentence 


| taken from a newspaper which is cer- 


2E 2 
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tainly not unfavourable to the Govern- 
ment—I mean Zhe Times. This is what 
that newspaper said on Saturday last— 

“The Report needs no criticism, though it 
may be none the worse for a little elucidation 
by men who, like Mr. Burdett-Coutts and Mr. 
Murray Guthrie, were on the spot, and saw 
for themselves what was going on Remem- 
bering the limited powers of the Commission, 
its composition, and the general considerations 
by which it was no doubt governed, no one 
can regard the Report as other than a severe 
condemnation of the medical arrangements 
hitherto thought adequate.” 


The Times also adopts as its own a further 
description of the Commission given in 
the House of Commons— 

“Tt is not incorrect to refer to the Report of 
the Hospitals Commission as a Whitewashing 
Report, yet the thinness of the wash and the 
obtrusiveness of the dirt which it covers are 
apparent to all.” 


If that is the opinion largely held through- 
out the country, I do think it is most 
desirable that the Government should, as 
early as possible, meet the views of the 
noble Earl on the Cross Benches. I do 
not think the methods of taking evidence 
adopted by this Commission are such as 
to commend themselves to those who 
have this subject most dearly at heart. 
As to the arrangements, I can quote a 
ease within my own knowledge which 
seems to be condemnatory in the greatest 
degree of the system adopted in South 
Africa. A leading surgeon in the Yeo- 
manry wrote home in the autumn stating 
that there was a great deal of avoidable 
death from enteric going on, because 
with the exception of that one hospital 
and another—the Portland Hospital, I 
think—there were no hospitals out there, 
military or otherwise, which had any 
machinery at all for the purpose of 
sterilising milk. That is had enough, but I 
should like to give the case of a neighbour 
of mine who went out to South Africa 
with a Militia regiment, and was placed 
in command of a post on the line of com- 
munications twenty or thirty miles from 
Kimberley. He fell ill, and was sent to 
the military hospital in Kimberley. The 
medical officer in charge was unable to see 
him when he entered the hospital, but 
fortunately he found a friend, an officer in 
the Welsh Fusiliers, in one of the beds, 
who said to him— 


“Take my bed; I am only shot in the leg; 
it is clear that you are ill from some dangerous 
disease, and if you do not take this bed you 
will not be able to get another.” 


Lord Tweedmouth. 


{COMMONS} 


He was induced to take the bed, and for 
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three days he lay in it in his clothes with- 
out having been examined. Fortunately 
for him he was removed to a civil hospital, 
and in due course recovered. He made: 
no complaint of the treatment he had 
received. He said that, after all, it could 
not be helped. The medical officer of the: 
hospital had too many cases to attend to ; 
there were no nurses and no orderlies, 


and the hospital work was done 
by convalescents. If that could hap- 
pen at a place where there was 


no pressure—I may say my friend 
told me he came back from South Africa 
without having heard a shot fired—it is 
difficult to realise what must have 
happened at places where there was 
pressure on the hospital accommodation 
from the wounded in battles and from the 
sick of fever. I do not wish to use any- 
thing like exaggerated language. This is 
a matter of the highest importance, ‘and I 


venture most earnestly and strongly to. 


impress upon the Government that they 
should not delay the issue of a thorough 
searching inquiry additional to the one 
whicn has already taken place. 


THE Eart or KILMOREY: I am 
not quite satisfied with the answer given 
by the noble Lord. I can well under- 
| stand that the Government are extremely 
busy, and therefore the request for 
further time is not an unreasonable one. 
Under the circumstances, and in view of 
the extreme interest felt by the whole 
country in hospital reform, I will reserve 
to myself the right tocall further attention 
to the matter on some early day. 


House adjourned at a quarter be- 
fore Five of the clock, till To- 
morrow, half-past Ten of the. 
clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 21st February, 1901. 


Several other Members took and: 


subscribed the Oath. 


PETITIONS. 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (HIGHER 
GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUA- 
TION SCHOOLS). 

Petition from Newchurch, for altera- 

, tion of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 
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POOR LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUA- 
TION ACT, 1896. 


Petitions for alteration of Law, mn 


Woking ; Northwich; Torquay; and 
Paignton ; to lie upon the Table. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


RAILWAY AND CANAL TRAFFIC ACTS, 
1854 TO 1894. 

Copy presented, of Twelfth Annual 
Report of the Railway and Canal Com- 
mission, with Appendix [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


AGRICULTURAL SEEDS. 

Copy presented, of Report and Evi- 
dence taken before the Departmental 
Committee appointed by the Board of 
Agriculture to inquire into the condi- 
tions under which Agricultural Seeds 
are at present sold, together with Appen- 
dices and Index [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


POST OFFICE TELEGRAPHS. 
Account presented, showing the gross 
Amount received and expended on 
account of the Telegraph Service during 
the year ended 31st March, 1900, ete. 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 34.] 


EAST INDIA (ROYAL INDIAN ENGI- 
NEERING COLLEGE). 

Copy presented, of Correspondence 
relating to the re-modelling of the 
Studies, and the retirement of certain 
of the Professors and Lecturers [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2556 and 2557 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS 
SERIES). 


Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 


Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, | 
'upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 

| 38.] 
| 


No. 548 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


{21 Fepruary 1901} 
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THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 

1, Friendly Societies, Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Schemes, Industrial and Provi- 
dent Societies, and Trade Unions.— 
Reports of the Chief Registrar for the 
year ending 3lst December, 1900 [by 
Act]; to be printed. [No. 35.] 

2. Irish Land Commission (Account). 
—Copy of Report of the Comptroller and 
Auditor General upon the Account of the 
Irish Land Commission for the year 
ended 31st March, 1900 [by Act]; to be 
printed. [No. 36.] 

3. Public Records (Court of Common 
Pleas).—Copy of Further Schedule of 
Documents (of the Court of Common 
Pleas) which are not considered of suffi- 
cient public value to justify their pre- 
servation in the Public Record Office 
[by Act]. 

4. Publie Records (Paymaster Gener- 
ral’s Department.)—Copy of Second 
Schedule of Documents (of the Paymaster 
General’s Department) which are not 
considered of sufficient public value to 
justify their preservation in the Public 
Record Office [by Act]. 

5. Charitable Endowments (West 
Riding of the County of York), Chari- 
table Endowments (Bradford), Inquiry 
into Charities (Parish of Halifax, includ- 
ing County Borough of Halifax), In- 
quiry into Charities (City of Sheffield), 
Leeds (Inquiry into Charities), Hudders- 
field County Borough (Charities).— 
Further Returns relative thereto [ordered 
10th August, 1894, 13th May, 1896 ; 
8th February, 1897; 8th April, 1897 ; 
29th July, 1897 ; Mr. Francis Stevenson 
and Mr. Grant Lawson]; to be printed. 
[No. 37.] 





POST OFFICE TELEGRAPHS. 

Copy ordered, “of account showing 
the gross amount received and the gross 
amount expended in respect of the Tele- 
graph Service from the date of the 
transfer of the Telegraphs to the State 
to the 31st day of March, 1900 (in con- 
tinuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 
61, of Session 1900)."—(Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain.) 


Copy presented accordingly ; to lie 
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QUESTIONS. 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 658 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I must defer 


my answer to that question. 


| COMMISSION ON EMIGRATION AND 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—PROPOSED | 
IMPERIAL MEMORIAL TO - THE 
TROOPS. 


Sim ARTHUR HAYTER (Walsall) : 


I beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether the Government are prepared 
to consider favourably the erection at the 
proper moment of an Imperial memorial, 
which shall record the first co-operation 
of British and Colonial troops in war, 
by the preservation in London of the 


names of the fallen ; and whether the! 


Government are prepared to receive a 
deputation of Members of Parliament 
and others interested in this matter, in 
order to take advantage, in any com- 
memoration of the reign of Her Majesty 
Queen Victoria, of the funds promised 
and the support already given to this 
proposal, and not only in the United 
Kingdom but also in the Colonies. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
E.): At the present stage, at all events, 
of the proceedings in connection with the 
memorial to Queen Victoria, the Govern- 
ment have no responsibility, and there- 
fore it would be impossible for them to 
receive a deputation upon the subject 
the hon. Gentleman is interested in. 


ALLEGED OUTRAGES BY BRITISH 
TROOPS — LIEUT. MORRISON’S 
LETTER. 


Mayor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury whether His Majesty's Govern- 
ment will take any steps publicly to 
contradict a statement alleged to have 
been made by Lieutenant Morrison, 
Canadian Artillery, serving under Gene- 
ral Smith-Dorrien, to the effect that 
outrages of a gross character were per- 
petrated by His Majesty’s troops in the 
Steilpoort Valley, South Africa, and, 
having assured themselves of the genuine- 
ness or otherwise of the report, deal 
with the author of the statement accord- 
ingly. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Inquiries are | 


being made both at home and in South 
Africa on the subject. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South | 
Molton): Will the report when received 
be published ? 


SETTLEMENT IN SOUTH AFRICA. 

Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire) : [ 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
if he can say when he will lay upon the 
Table of the House the Report of the 
Commission upon Emigration and Settle- 
'ment in South Africa presided over by 
‘the Secretary to the Admiralty. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: On Tuesday 
last I informed the hon. Member I could 
not say when the Report in question 
would be issued. The evidence has not 
yet reached me. 


MONEY GRANTS TO BRITISH 
GENERALS. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether the Government intend to pro- 
pose any votes of money to Lord Roberts, 
Sir Redvers Buller, and Lord Kitchener 
during the present session. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I can make 
no statement on this subject, but full 
notice will be given of any proceedings 
of the kind to which the hon. Gentleman 


_ refers. 


RESPONSIBILITY FOR ANNEXATION 
PROCLAMATIONS AND PEACE NEGO- 
TIATIONS. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 

I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 

the Colonies whether Lord Roberts, in 

proclaiming the annexation of the two 

Boer Republics, acted on his own initia- 

tive or on instructions from the Colonial 

Office ; whether, in declining to agree 

to the terms of surrender of General 

Botha’s forces, suggested by Sir Redvers 

Buller, Lord Roberts was acting on his 

own initiative or carrying out instruc- 

tions previously communicated to him 
by the Colonial Office; and whether, 


‘if so, he will lay upon the Table of the 


House these instructions, together with 
all other despatches exchanged between 
Sir Alfred Milner and the Colonial Office, 
and between that Office and the War 
Office, in regard to the terms of accom- 
modation which might be offered to the 
burghers of the two Republics ; whether 
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he can say what is the legal status of 
the inhabitants of the Transvaal Colony 
and of the Orange River Colony ; and 
whether those in arms against His 
Majesty's forces are belligerents or 
rebels. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham,W.) : (1) Lord Roberts pro- 
claimed the annexations under Commis- 
sions empowering him to do so at the 
time he thought proper, as is shown 
by reference to page 136 of Cd. 261 and 
page 9 of Cd .420. (2) The terms of 
Lord Roberts’s telegram to Sir Redvers 
Buller of 3rd June were founded upon 
the instructions of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. I refer the hon. Member to 
Cd. 35 and Cd. 426, page 3 and page 7. 
I also refer the hon. Member to 
Cd. 458, pages 86, 87, and 88, from 
which he will see that the offer of General 
Buller to allow Commandant Botha’s 
commando to return to their farms 
and take their rifles with them, subject 
to Lord Roberts's decision as to their 
ultimate disarmament, was refused by 
Commandant Botha. I believe that 
Lord Roberts's telegram was not com- 
municated to Commandant Botha, and 
did not therefore influence his decision 
in any way. (3) The effect of the an- 
nexations was to confer upon the in- 
habitants the legal status of British 
subjects. (4) I understand that burghers 
guilty of no acts other than fighting 
against us have hitherto been treated 
as belligerents without reference to their 
legal position as British subjects. 


THE REV. A. HOFMEYR’S MISSION, 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether the Reverend Adrian 
Hofmeyr has been sent to the Transvaal 
as a Peace Commissioner, and, if so, by 
whose authority ; whether this is the 
same person who was until lately 
minister of the Dutch Reformed Church 
of Wynburg, and, if so, if he is aware 
that this person was compelled to resign 
his position in the church for notorious 
misconduct, for which he was suspended 
for an unlimited period ; and whether 
he will cause inquiry to be made into the 
matter. 


{21 FEBRUARY 1901} 
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Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have 
no official information upon the subject 
of the hon. Member’s question, but I 
am inquiring whether Mr. Hofmeyr 
has been sent to the Transvaal in the 


| capacity mentioned. 


SIR A. MILNER’S SALARY. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he can state what is the salary 
that is to be paid to Sir Alfred Milner in 
the post to which he has been recently 
appointed as High Commissioner of 
South Africa and Administrator of the 
annexed Republics. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: He is to 
receive a salary of £8,000 a year as 
Administrator of the Transvaal and of 
the Orange River Colony, and £3,000 a 
year as High Commissioner. 


ALLEGED MURDER OF A NATIVE BY 
A BRITISH OFFICER’S ORDERS. 
Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 

E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 

for the Colonies whether he has con- 

sidered the circumstances under which 
the Special Court of Three Judges, in 

October last, acquitted a Cape policeman 

named Smith, on the charge of murder- 

ing a native named Dollery, on 22nd 


‘ November, 1899 ; whether the defendant 


was acquitted on the expressly stated 
ground that he was merely obeying the 
orders of bis superior officer, Captain 
Cox; whether Captain Cox has since 
this decision of the Court been arrested 
and put on his trial; whether the Cape 
Colony Attorney General has made any 
report to the Colonial Office or to the 
High Commissioner giving reasons for 
not placing Captain Cox on trial; and 
whether he will take steps to secure the 
trial of Captain Cox for a murder ad- 
mittedly done at his order. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The answer 
to the first question is that I have re- 
ceived the report of the trial published in 
the Cape Times in October last. The 
answer to the second is in the affirma- 
tive, and to the third in the negative. 
In reply to the fourth and fifth, I have 
to say that under Cape law absolute dis- 
cretion with regard to all criminal prose- 


| cutions is vested in the Attorney General 
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the Cape Parliament. I am informed by 
Sir A. Milner, to whom I telegraphed on 
the subject, that the Attorney General 
has made no report on the case, but 
states that after careful consideration he 
has decided not to prosecute. 


Mr. CHANNING: I shall take an 
early opportunity of drawing attention 
to this case. 


ALLEGED ESCAPES OF BOER 
PRISONERS. 

Sir H. MEYSEY-THOMPSON (Stzf- 
fordshire, Handsworth): I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
some Boer prisoners have escaped from 
one of our ships; and, if so, whether he 
will tell the House the name of the ship, 
and the name of the person responsible 
for the safe custody of the prisoners. 


THe SECRETARY To THe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. ArNoLpD-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): No report of any escape of Boer 
prisoners from men-of-war has yet been 
received by the Admiralty, with the ex- 
ception of the case of C. K. de Meillon, a 
prisoner who escaped from H.M.S. 
“Penelope” in December, 1899. The 
captain of the ship was responsible for 
the safety of the prisoners. The court 
of inquiry which was held did not blame 
the captain for the occurrence. No 
intelligence has been received as to the 
escape of prisoners from transports. 


AWARDS OF VICTORIA CROSSES. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, 
S.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War if he cansay how many Victoria 
Crosses have been bestowed since the 
beginning of the South African War. 

THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): Thirty-nine Victoria Crosses have 
been granted up to date. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: What num- 


ber of these crosses have been awarded 
to the Boers ? 


REWARDS FOR DISTINGUISHED 
SERVICE IN THE FIELD. 


Lt.-Cot. LEE (Hampshire, Fareham) : 


1 beg to ask the Secretary of State for; *THE MASTER OF 
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exists in the Army over the protracted 
delay in announcing the rewards to 
officers and men who have rendered 
distinguished services in South Africa, 
and that several of the officers and men 
who were recommended for reward in 
despatches written nearly a year ago 
have since died unrewarded, or have left 
the service; and whether it would be 
possible in future to adopt the Conti- 
nental custom of conferring rewards 
promptly upon troops whilst in the field, 
or at any rate to issue such rewards 
before the services for which they are 
granted are forgotten both by the ren- 
derers thereof and by the general public. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have no doubt 
that the publication of the rewards for 
services rendered in the South African 
War is being anxiously awaited, and | 
regret that it is the case that some officers 
mentioned in despatches have died. But 
I do not think there has been any avoid- 
able delay in dealing with the subject ; 
the work entailed in connection with it 
is very great, and many of the recom- 
mendations have only recently been re- 
ceived. Some are still awaited. The 
consideration of the names to be recom- 
mended is receiving the most constant 
attention by the Commander-in-Chief 
and myself, but some thousands of names 
have been mentioned, and the House 
will understand that the labour at present 
falling on the heads of the War Office 
is exceptionally arduous. I have already 
considered with the Commander-in-Chief 
the desirability of empowering the 
General in the field to give certain 
rewards promptly as I believe that such 
recognition is very valuable. 


Lt.-CoL. LEE: Is the right hon. Gen- 
tleman aware that in our last great war 
—the Crimea—awards were distributed 
within three months of the battles of 
Alma and Inkermann ? Why should not 
that example be followed now ? 


Mr. BRODRICK said rewards could 
not be given before despatches were 
published, and Lord Roberts’s most 
recent despatches had not yet been 
fully considered. 


PAARDEBERG DESPATCHES. 


ELIBANK = (Mid- 


War if he is aware that dissatisfaction |lothian): I beg to ask the Secretary 


‘ 
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of State for War whether the Divisional 
Commanders at Paardeberg addressed 
despatches to the Commander-in-Chief 
in the battle ; and, if so, whether, in 
view of the casualty list in the High- 
land Brigade, these despatches will be 
published. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The only report 
addressed to the Commander in-Chief 
respecting the battle of Paardeberg 
was one from General Kelly-Kenny, 


the main points of which were incorpo- | 


rated by Lord Roberts in his despatch 
recently published. Although it is not 
customary to publish such reports, there 
will be no objection to giving this report. 
and I will lay it on the Table. Perhaps 
I might mention at the same time 
that, by an accident due to the rapid 
movements in the field in March last, 
a despatch of Sir Redvers Buller relating 
to the action at Vaal Krantz was not 
transmitted by Lord Roberts to the 
War Office. As the Commander-in- 
Chief in arranging his papers after the 
campaign has come upon this despatch 
in the last few days, I will lay it on the 
Table. 


Mr. DILLON: Did Lord Kitchener 


make any report on this battle ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : No, Sir. 


SOLDIERS JOINING THE SOUTH 
AFRICAN CONSTABULARY. 

Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether a soldier serving in the 
Regular Army in South Africa, with 
less than six years service, and being 
desirous of joining the South African 
Constabulary, is obliged to purchase 
his discharge before doing so; and 
whether it would be desirable to allow 
men, with the sanction of their com- 
manding officer, to be transferred from 
the Army to the Constabulary without 
payment. 


Mr. BRODRICK : Soldiers 


serving 


in the Regular Army who have not less 
than three years colour service will, if 
accepted for the South African Con- 
stabulary, be passed to the Reserve to | 
complete their term of engagement. 
They will, therefore, not be required 
to purchase discharge. 
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ALLEGATIONS OF BOER BRUTALITY 
—CASE OF ESAU, ETC. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he has received any official 
confirmation of the alleged flogging 
of a coloured man, at Calvinia, named 
Esau, until his bowels protruded and 
his subsequently being shot, by the 
orders or with the approval of General 
De Wet ; and if so, whether he will com- 
municate it to the House; whether 
he has received any official confirmation 
of General De Wet flogging and shooting 
members of the Peace Committee, or 
of his flogging his own men who desire 
to surrender; whether the members 
of the Peace Committee who entered 
the lines of the forces of General De Wet 
carried the terms on which the Boers 
were urged to surrender to General 
De Wet, or whether they addressed 
themselves to his soldiers with a view 
to induce them to surrender, or to with- 
draw from his forces; and whether 
this latter action was taken with the 
sanction of General Kitchener. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee) : I beg also to ask the Secretary of 
State for War what was his authority 
for the statement he made on Thurs- 
day with respect to the alleged ill-treat- 
ment of a coloured man named Esau 
by the Boer leaders. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The authority for 
the statement of the flogging by the 
Boers of a coloured man named Esau 
at Calvinia was a Reuter’s telegram, 
confirmed subsequently by the report 
made to Cape Town by the district 
surgeon of Calvinia. As regards the 
Peace Committee, Lord Kitchener re- 
ported in a telegram of 13th January, 
published in the morning papers of 
14th January, that three agents of the 
Peace Committee were taken prisoners 
to De Wet’s laager on the 10th, and 
that one British subject had been flogged 
and then shot, and two burghers flogged 
by De Wet’s orders. We have no 
information as to the third and fourth 
paragraphs of the hon. Member for 
Northampton’s question. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: Will 


‘the right hon. Gentleman say whether 
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the agency to which he now refers is 
the same agency which he repudiated 
the other day ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : The telegrams fol- 
lowed each other on separate days, 
and we have every reason to believe 
they are accurate. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Has the right 
hon. Gentleman any information with 
regard to the district surgeon beyond 
what he read in Reuter’s telegram ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : Reuter’s telegram 
contained not merely a general but a 
specific statement, and it was cor- 
roborated. 


Mr. DILLON: May I ask whether 
we are to understand that the other 
day the right hon. Gentleman in his 
capacity as a Minister of the Crown 
made a statement in the House of Com- 
mons without any official information ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: I must remind the 
hon. Member that it is out of order to 
discuss the answer toa previous question. 

M. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Is there 
any truth in the report } 

Mr. PIRIE: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman give the name of the district 
surgeon ? 

Mr. BRODRICK: I cannot give the 
name now, but I will ascertain it. 

Mr. O'SHEE (Waterford, W.): Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland, when acting 
as Under Secretary for War, refused over 
and over again to answer questions 
based on newspaper reports and _tele- 
grams ! 

Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
does not arise out of the question. 


Questions. 


SUPPRESSION OF ENGLISH PAPERS 
IN SOUTH AFRICA. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
the circulation of certain newspapers 
published in this country has been pro- 
hibited in districts of the Cape Colony 
under martial law ; what is the reason 
for this prohibition ; whether the pro- 
hibition is by his directions or by the 
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directions of Lord Kitchener, or by those 
of the local military authorities in those 
districts ; and whether any communi- 
cation has been made to the head of the 
Post Office at Cape Town by the military 
authorities in regard to the circulation 
of any newspapers published in this 
country, with a view to such papers not 
being transmitted through the post. 


Mr. BRODRICK: No report on this 
subject has reached the War Office. If 
such a prohibition has been issued, it 
has been issued by the local military 
authorities in the exercise of their dis- 
cretion. It appears to His Majesty's 
Government highly desirable that such 
discretion should be exercised. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Does 


the restriction apply to Punch ? 


FARM BURNING. 


Mr. M‘'GOVERN (Cavan, W.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
if he can state what orders have been 
issued by the General Commanding His 
Majesty's troops in South Africa regu- 
lating the burning of Boer farmhouses, 
and what General was in charge of the 
Klopski), Jagersfontein, and Potchef- 
stroom, districts during the month of 
December, 1900; whether the farm- 
houses in these districts were all burned 
and the cattle and horses belonging to 
the inhabitants all taken away, although 
no resistance was offered to the British 
forces; and if any steps have been 
taken to put a stop to the practice of 
house-burning in the Transvaal and 
Orange River Colony. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The information 
promised in regard to farm-burning is 
in course of transit from South Africa, 
and I am not prepared to reply to the 
question without it. 


| PURSUIT OF DE WET—ABANDONED 


HORSES. 


Sir H. MEYSEY-THOMPSON : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether the abandoned horses passed 
by our column which is pursuing De 
Wet are being systematically collected 
or destroyed, to ensure that they may 
not when rested furnish the Boers with 
_much needed remounts. 
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Mr. BRODRICK: I have had no 
special report to this effect, but I think 
Lord Kitchener may be trusted to take 
all possible steps to prevent the Boers 
obtaining remounts. 


BRABANT’S HORSE—TERMS OF 
ENGAGEMENT. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
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| Lorp STANLEY: I am afraid I can- 
not answer without notice. If the hon. 
Gentleman will put the question down 
‘I will inquire. 


Questions. 


RATE OF PAY FOR NEW RECRUITS. 
Mr. RENWICK (Newcastle-on-Tyne) : 
‘I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War, in view of the fact that the Govern- 


shire, Eifion): I beg to ask the Secretary of |ment is now offering 5s. per day to the 


State for War whether the terms of the | 
original engagement of Brabant’s Horse 
differed in point of duration from the | 
terms of the original engagement of the 
British Imperial Yeomanry ; and, if so, | 
to what extent. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Brabant’s Horse 
were enrolled for six months or as much 
longer as required. The Imperial Yeo-| 
manry were enlisted for a year or for 
the duration of the war. 


THE WELSH HOSPITAL AT THE 
FRONT. 

Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 
District): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether Lord Roberts 
expressed a wish that the Welsh Military 
Hospital in South Africa should be main-| 
tained there for three months longer | 
than the term fixed for its continuance, 
and that the executive committee of the. 
hospital agreed to maintain it for a fur- 
ther period of three months ; whether , 
Lord Lansdowne, on 5th November, 
1900, accepted the offer of the committee ; 
and whether the hospital was broken up 
or disbanded on 15th November, 1900 ; | 
and, if so, why. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STAn.ey, Lan- 
cashire, Westhoughton): The reply to' 
the first two paragraphs of the question 
is in the affirmative. As regards para- 
graph 3, the hospital was absorbed in 
No. 2 General Hospital on the 15th 
November for convenience of admini- | 
stration. 

Mr. BRYNMOR JONES: Does the 
word “absorbed ” mean that the staff -of 
the hospital was continued on the same | 
terms ? And are the funds collected for 


this hospital now being used for an ordi- | 
nary military hospital ? 


| 


recruits for the Imperial Yeomanry, 
can he state if any increase of pay is 
being offered, and, if so, how much, to 
recruits for other mounted infantry and 
cavalry regiments in His Majesty’s ser- 
vice ; and what rate per day is being 
offered to the infantry and engineer 
volunteers who are invited to join the 
Volunteer service companies now being 
organised for active service in South 
Africa. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The recruits for 
the mounted infantry and the cavalry 
of the Regular forces, and the volunteers 
for the Volunteer service companies 
are being offered and paid the ordinary 
Army rates of pay. 


PAY FOR VARIOUS 
FORCES. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
i.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War if he can state how many men 
of the rank and file in South Africa are 
receiving in pay or in pay and allow- 
ances as much as 5s. a day, and to what 
regiments they belong. 


RATES OF 


Lorp STANLEY: I am unable to 
give the details asked for. I may state 
that the Imperial Yeomanry, Imperial 
Bushmen, and the majority of the 
colonial corps are paid at this rate. In 
cases in which a lower rate of pay has been 
issued to colonials it has been supple- 
mented by the different Colonial Govern- 
ments. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Will 
the noble Lord state the reason why the 
colonial troops are paid at this rate—so 
much higher than the Regular Army ? 


[No answer was given. ] 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: 


would not go otherwise. 


They 
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Questions. 
GOVERNMENT PURCHASES OF IRISH 
HORSES. 

CoLonEL NOLAN (Galway, N.): I 


beg to ask the Financial Secretary to | 


the War Office whether he can state 
how many Irish horses were bought 
from dealers in the year 1900, and how 


many from farmers or non-dealers, and: 


what was the average price paid to the 
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Secretary to the War Office whether the 
/horses purchased in Hungary as re. 
‘mounts for South Africa included a 
number of young unseasoned horses, and 
mares too old even for breeding pur- 
poses; and whether the officer respon- 
sible for the purchase of these animals is 
still employed in buying remounts for 
| the British Army. 


dealers and what was the average paid | 


to the farmers. 


Lorp STANLEY: The figures are as 
follows:—From dealers, 5,907 horses 
and cobs; from persons other than 


dealers, 207 horses and cobs. It would not | 


Lorp STANLEY: The answer to 
the first paragraph of the hon. Mem- 
_ber’s question is in the negative. Two 
officers of the Depaitment have been 
‘employed in Hungary ; one of these is 
still there. 


be in the public interest to disclose the | 


prices paid while purchases are still in 


progress. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Can the noble Lord | 


say if orders were issued by the War 
Office not to purchase horses in Ireland ? 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir, I believe 
such is not the case. 


Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Chief Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can explain why, during a portion of the 
past year, the Army Department ceased 
to buy horses in Ireland; and whether 
he has any official information show- 
ing which are the best and most suit- 
able horses for Army purposes. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. Member | 


has been misinformed. The War De- 
partment has not ceased buying horses 
in Ireland during the past year. Irish 


and English horses have proved the best | 
of those imported into the Cape for 


Army purposes, and considerable pur- 
chases are contemplated in the im- 
mediate future. 


Mr. CULLINAN: Is it not the fact 
that orders were given to cease buying 
horses in Ireland because of the op- 
position of the Irish people to the war ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : No, Sir. 


GOVERNMENT PURCHASES OF 
HUNGARIAN HORSES. 


*Mr. BEAUMONT (Northumberland, | 


Hexham): I beg to ask the Financial 


TREATMENT OF YEOMANRY RE- 
CRUITS AT ALDERSHOT. 

Mre HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he is aware 
that many of the Yeomanry recruits 
who recently arrived at Aldershot were 
kept for several days unprovided with 
overcoats or boots; that they have 
been drilled in the snow unprovided 
with proper clothing or boots; that 
hundreds of recruits have been obliged 
to sleep on the floor every night, no beds 
being provided ; and that, notwithstand- 
ing the cold and absence of overcoats, 
they have been compelled to wear thin 
khaki clothes; and will he cause a full 
inquiry to be made into the matter. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I will ask the 
hon. Member to postpone his question for 
a few days to enable inquiry to be made. 


OFFICERS’ PAY. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War if he can 
tell the House what are the rates of pay 
and expenses of living for officers in the 
various regiments of His Majesty’s 
forces. 

Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. Mem- 
ber will find the rates of pay in the 
‘Pay Warrant. It is clearly impossible 

to state the expenses of living for officers 
in the various regiments. 


| GRATUITIES TO MILITIA OFFICERS. 


Mr. EDWARDS (Radnor) : I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War if he 
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can state whether the Militia regiments | 


which volunteered for service abroad, 
and have been or are garrisoning the 
Channel Islands, 
advantages to those Militia regiments 


will receive similar | 
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reached a stage which enables him to 


Questions. 


inform the House as to the intentions 


which are garrisoning stations in the | 


Mediterranean and elsewhere as laid 
down in paragraphs 601B and 601c of 
the Royal Warrant—namely, that each 
officer not on retired Army pay will on 
the disembodiment of his regiment 
receive a gratuity of £100, and after the 
first twelve months of service a further 
gratuity of £100 for each year of service ; 
and whether the regiments stationed in 
the Channel Islands will be given the six 
months additional service granted to 
the regiments in South Africa and else- 
where. 


Lorp STANLEY: The reply to the 
first paragraph of the hon. Member’s 
question is in the affirmative. The 
reply to the second is in the negative, as 
the gratuity referred to therein is specifi- 


| 
{ 


cally limited to battalions serving in- 


South Africa. 


MILITIA EMBODIMENT. 


Mr. BILL (Staffordshire, Leek): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether, considering the length of time 
during which many Militia battalions 
now serving abroad have already been 
embodied, the time has arrived when, at 
the discretion of the Commander-in- 
Chief, other battalions should be em- 
bodied to relieve them. 


Mr. BRODRICK: As I recently ex- 
plained to the House, I am not in a posi- 
tion at present to reply to this question. 


Mr. LAMBERT: Can the hon. Gentle- 


man say when he will be in a position ? 


to consider, as it is a large and important 
question. Regiments can only be re- 


of His Majesty’s Government in respect 
of the allocation of Army contracts by 
persons having expert knowledge of 
commercial pursuits, and the inspection 
of deliveries under such contracts by 
officials possessing technical and _pro- 
fessional acquaintance with the stores 
supplied for the service of His Majesty's 
Army. 


Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir. I have 
not yet received a report, and I must 
await the opinion of the Committee 
before taking steps. 


WAR OFFICE CONTRACTS IN 
DUBLIN. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): I beg to ask the Financial Secre- 
tary to the War Office whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the action of a con- 
tractor named Broderick, who is alleged 
by the Dublin Amalgamated Society of 
Painters to have employed in executing 
certain painting work at the Royal 
Barracks, Dublin, an undue proportion 
of boys and improvers ; and whether he 
will inquire if the terms of the contract 
authorised the employment of such a 
proportion of boys and improvers ; and 
if so, whether such a contract is in accor- 
dance with the Fair Wages Resolution of 
this House. 


Lorp STANLEY: I am not aware 
that an undue proportion of boys and 
improvers were employed on the work 
in question. The General Officer com- 
manding has reported that the work is 
completed, and that he therefore cannot 
verify the contractors’ statements. War 
Office contracts require, in accordance 


_ | with the Fair Wages Resolution of this 
Mr. BRODRICK: I must take time | 


| 


lieved by others volunteering to replace | 


them. 


WAR OFFICE REORGANISATION 
COMMITTEE. 


| 


| 


House, that the wage current in the 
district for competent workmen shall be 
paid by the contractor. 


Mr. NANNETTI: Is the noble Lord 
aware it has been acknowledged that this 
contractor employed only six painters, 
and eight boys and improvers? Is not 
that an excessive employment of boy 


*Caprain NORTON (N ewington, W.): | labour, and an mvasion of the Fair Wages. 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for | elause ? 

War whether the deliberations of the 
Office Reform 


War Committee have 


| 


Cries of “ Answer !” 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 


hon. Member must give notice of that 
question. 


ARMY CONTRACT SYSTEM IN 
IRELAND. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether the 
Government still maintain that Ire 
land gains over £2,000,000 a year by 
Army expenditure ; and he will under- 
take that, without grave cause, no 
change is introduced into the Army con- 
tract system previously prevailing in 
Ireland ; on what grounds was Colonel 
Richardson, of the Army Service Corps, 
allowed four years ago to introduce 
changes to all canteens in the Dublin 
District ; and was it with the sanction 
of the War Office that Major King, 
Director of Canteen Supplies, was 
brought from London to assist him ; 
will he explain why the Curragh Camp 
in the following year adopted the new 
system, with the consequence that not 
only ale, but Irish porter and Irish 
whisky are now contracted for by an 
English firm; and also why was the 
Cork District subsequently placed under 
the new system; will he explain why 
the new system was never enforced in 
the Belfast District ; is there any inten- 
tion to establish in Ireland what is called 
the tenant system as regards these Army 
contracts, and can he state its nature ; 
and will the Government consider the 
advisability of allowing regiments quar- 
tered in Ireland to give local merchants 
the benefit of their expenditure. 


Lorp STANLEY: As I have already 
explained to the House, the discretion 
of making contracts for canteens rests 
with the General Officers commanding 
districts. The necessity of decentralising 
such matters is obvious. It would be 
impossible for the War Office to under- 
take the control of such contracts, and 
I am not prepared to interfere with the 
discretion of the General Officers, but 
I will draw the attention of General 
Officers commanding to the desirability 
as far as possible cf employing local 
firms. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) asked if the 
officer referred to in the question was 
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connected with the Canteen Co-opera- 
tive Society. 


LorD STANLEY : I cannot say. 


BEER CONTRACTS. IN 

IRELAND 

Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.) : I beg to 
ask the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office whether he is aware that the beer 
and porter used by the troops stationed 
in Ireland are now got from English 
brewers ; whether he can state if the 
beer for the soldiers in Ireland is from 
any of the districts in England where 
poison was found in the beer ; whether 
he is aware that the ordering of beer from 
England for the troops in Ireland is a 
loss to Irish brewers as well as to the 
labouring and farming classes in Ireland, 
where barley and oats are grown; and 
whether he will advise the War Office to 
order from Irish brewers beer for the 
soldiers stationed in Ireland. 


Lorp STANLEY: I must refer the 
hon. Member to my reply to a ques- 
tion by the hon. Member for North 
Meath on Monday, the 18th instant.* I 
may add that General and other Com- 
manding Officers are fully alive to the 
necessity of occasionally having malt 
liquor analysed. 


Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
is aware that an order for 1,000 barrels 
of ale for the use of the troops in South 
Africa was recently taken from a Dublin 
firm and handed over to an English 
brewery company; and whether, in 
view of the recent revelations as to the 
dangerous nature of certain British beers, 
he will direct that the supply in future 
for the troops in South Africa and Ire- 
land shall be obtained from Dublin 
brewers. 

Lorp STANLEY: I must refer the 
hon. Gentleman to other answers I have 
given on the same subject. Nothing 
is known of the matter alluded to. 


Mr. NANNETTI: Will the noble 
Lord answer the last paragraph of the 
question ? 


ARMY 


[No answer was given. ] 


* See page 297. 
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IRISH FORAGE FOR ARMY HORSES. 
Mr. DALY: 


whether the oats and hay supplied to the 


Army horses stationed in Ireland are. 


purchased in that country ; and, if not, 
can he say why this is not done. 


Lorp STANLEY: All forage con- 
tracts for the troops in Ireland are made 
locally and with two exceptions are held 
by Irish firms. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : 
Is the noble Lord aware of the fact that 
Irish farmers do not supply the con- 
tractors ? 


Lorp STANLEY: I am not aware of 
that. 


Mr. FIELD: Will you inquire ? 


|No answer was given. | 


HONOURS FOR WARRANT OFFICERS 
OF THE NAVY. 

Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether he can explain the reason why 
the warrant officers of the Navy who 
were landed from their ships on the Cape 
station, and took an active and distin- 
guished part in the general advance from 
Enslin, remaining with the Naval 
Brigade throughout the operations of 
last year, have had no participation in 
the promotions and honours awarded, 
notwithstanding the fact that all of them 
have been favourably mentioned in des- 
patches, and that almost all the com- 
missioned and subordinate officers have 
been promoted or noted for promotion. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: A_ war- 
rant officer who distinguished himself 
in the defence of Ladysmith has been 
promoted to commissioned rank, and 
the names of other officers have been 
noted for special consideration when the 
opportunity of recognising their services 
presents itself. Warrant officers are 
not eligible for honours which are limited 
by the Statutes of the Orders to Officers 
of Commissioned rank, but their posi- 
tion in this respect has been for some 
time under consideration, and it is hoped 
that a means of recognising the services 
of this valuable class of officer may be 
shortly approved. 


{21 Fepruary 1901} 


I beg to ask the) 


Financial Secretary to the War Office | 
_ralty whether the Admiralty are mak- 
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SUBMARINE BOATS. 
Mr. COCHRANE (Ayrshire, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admi- 


ing experiments with a view to ascertain 
whether submarine boats can be success- 
fully utilised for purposes of naval war- 
fare ; and, if so, whether the particulars 
of these experiments can be communi- 
cated to Members of this House. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : The ques- 
tion of submarine boats has for some 
time past seriously engaged the atten- 
tion of the Admiralty, and a statement 
will shortly be made by the First Lord 
as to the steps which have been or are to 
be taken. 1 would, therefore, ask leave 
to postpone answering the hon. Mem- 
ber’s question more fully pending the 
publication of that statement, which 
will be presented to the House in a few 
days. 


WARRANT OFFICERS’ WIDOWS’ AN. 
NUITIES—CASE OF MRS. BALL. 

Mr. KEARLEY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
he can state the reason why the annuity 
of £25 per annum usually awarded to 
the widow of a warrant ofticer has been 
denied to the widow of W. Ball, late 
carpenter, R.N., who died on the 19th 
July last, and who at the time of his death 
was in receipt of a warrant officer's 
pension. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Mrs. Ball 
was ineligible for the award of a widow's 
pension, her husband having been 
placed on the retired list on account of 
misconduct. 


CASE OF THOMAS REYNOLDS—. 
H.M. NAVAL RESERVE. 

Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office whether his 
attention has been called to the case of 
Thomas Reynolds, a fireman belonging to 
H.M. Naval Reserve, who in August or 
September of 1899 left Pembroke Dock 
in charge of time-expired men, and was 
stabbed by one of them in the eye 
and in consequence lost his eyesight ; 
and whether, seeing that Reynolds 
was discharged without any pension 
destitute, 
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and in view of all the circumstances! 


of the case, he has any power to grant 
him any compensation or allowance ;| 
and, if so, whether he will exercise such | 
power. 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : Yes, Sir ; 
and Reynolds has been granted ls. a 
day for lite. 


NAVAL CADETS’ GREAT COATS. 


Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, 8.) : | 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admi- 
ralty whether naval cadets, whether on | 
duty or on leave, in inclement weather 
are debarred by official regulations 
from wearing great coats ; and whether, 
as a consequence of recent exposure 
without great coats, several cadets are 
now suffering from pulmonary disease, 
and one cadet has already succumbed 
to it. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I have 
endeavoured to get the information , 
asked for, but the notice was too short. 
If the hon. Member will postpone the 
major part of the question, I will answer 
it another day. But I may say that 
the cadet who succumbed was not 
one of those who suffered from the 
inclemency of the weather on the occa- | 
sion referred to. 


TIME-EXPIRED SOLDIERS IN INDIA. 


Mr. COCHRANE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India if he can 
state how many time-expired soldiers 
are now serving with the colours in, 
India. 

THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middle- 
sex, Ealing): The Viceroy reported on 
20th January, 1901, that the time- 
expired men in India numbered 15,000. 


NEW INDIAN PROVINCE. 


Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: I beg to; 
ask the Secretary of State for India, 
whether His Majesty’s Government con- | 
template the creation of a new frontier 
province which is to comprise several 
districts of the Punjab; and, if so, to 
what kind of administration will the | 
new province be subjected. 
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Lorp G. HAMILTON : His Majesty’s 
Government have approved of the 
principle of a scheme for the creation 
of an Agency immediately under the 
India. 


ment of two whole Districts, and parts 
of two others from the Punjab Govern. 


‘ment ; but the details of the administra_ 


tion are not yet settled. I hope to pre- 


sent to the House Papers on the subject 


at an early date. 


CHINA—COUNT VON WALDERSEE’S 
EXPEDITION. 

Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs if the Government have now any 
information of Count Von Waldersee’s 
reported further expedition into China ; 
whether British commanders have asked 
for instructions as to co-operation ; if so, 
what instructions have been given them. 


The following questions also appeared 


/on the Paper :— 


Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): To ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the Government have 
now received information regarding the 
proposed expedition of Count Waldersee ; 
if so, when the information arrived, 
and whether he can explain the delay 


‘in its transmission ; and whether the 


British troops could take part or pre- 
pare to take part in such an expedi- 
tion without the direct authorisation 
of the Government. 


Mr. JAMES O’KELLY (Roscommon, 
N.) : To ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether His Majesty’s Government 


| will issue orders to the General command- 


ing the British forces in China instruct- 
ing him not to take part in any further 
specific 
orders from the Home Government. 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: We have been 


informed that Field Marshal Count von 
Waldersee has issued an Army Order in 
which the Field Marshal announces that 
in his judgment, owing to the unsatis- 
factory progress of the peace negotiations, 
a resumption of larger operations may 
become shortly necessary. We have asked 


to be supplied with full information 
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as to the scope and purpose of these move- 
ments, and upon receipt of this infor- 
mation His Majesty's Government will 
consider whether any instructions dif- 
ferent from those already given should 
be sent to Sir A. Gaselee. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet) : Will precautions be taken that 
no military movements by British troops 
shall be carried out until the Government 
has taken this information into considera- 
tion ? 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: As my right 
hon. friend is aware, a state of war pre- 
vails in certain parts of North China, 
and under such conditions it is hardly 
reasonable to put to me such a question 
without notice. 


RUSSO-CHINESE AGREEMENT RE- 
GARDING MANCHURIA. 

Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether the Govern- 
ment have received notice of the supple- 
mentary provisions which M. de Witte 
is reported to desire to add to the agree- 
ment between China and Russia with 
regard to Manchuria ; and, if so, whether 
such provisions conflict with his state- 
ment that the guarantee which the 
Russians expected from China with 
regard to Manchuria would not take 
the form of an acquisition of territory 
or of a virtual or actual protectorate ; 
and whether it is the intention of the 
Government to secure for this country 
the full enjoyment of the rights which 
are guaranteed to it in Manchuria, 
as well as in other portions of the Chinese 
Empire, by its treaties with China. 


*THe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Viscount 
C(RANBORNE, Rochester): The answer to 
the first question is in the negative. No 
agreement in respect of Manchuria has 
been communicated by the Russian 
Government to His Majesty’s Govern- | 
ment. The statement which I made on 
Monday was based on a report furnished 
by His Majesty’s Ambassador at St. 
Petersburg, and upon the authority of 
the Russian Government. The arrange- | 
ment to which the hon. Member refers | 
is, I assume, that made between the | 
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Russian and the Chinese local authorities 
for temporary and provisional purposes, 
and such an arrangement cannot affect 
the rights enjoyed by this country under 
our treaties with the Chinese Empire. 


PUNISHMENT OF CHINESE 
OFFICIALS. 

Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether the British Minister in Peking 
has been a consenting party to any com- 
munication to the Government of China 
indicating that the Foreign Ministers 
would approve of an edict requiring a 
number of Chinese officials to commit 
suicide. 


*ViscounT CRANBORNE: The reply 

is in the negative. 

ITALY AND BRITISH PROPERTY AT 
PEKING, 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL : I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the property occupied 
for twenty-two years by Sir Robert Hart 
and his staff in Peking has been annexed 
by the Italian Legation. 


* Viscount CRANBORNE: We have no 
information on the specific point alluded 
to. The question is, however, involved 
in that of the defence of the Legation 
quarter, which is now under considera- 
tion by a military Commission appointed 
by the foreign representatives at Peking. 
No decision has yet been arrived at. In 
this connection I may perhaps be allowed 
to refer the hon. Gentleman to my answer 
on Tuesday last.t 


LOOT FROM PEKING, 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
since the relief of the Legations at Peking 
any cases have been transmitted by 
British officials in China on His Majesty’s 
vessels either to Hong Kong or to any 
other port ; and whether, if so, he is in 
a position to say that none of these cases 


' contained loot acquired from the Chinese. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No in- 
formation in respect of any such occur- 


‘ence as that described by the hon. Member 





has reached the Admiralty. 
a + See page 476. 
2F 
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Mr. LABOUCHERE: Will the hon. 
Gentleman ask the Admirals on the 
station if anything of the kind has 
occurred ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Yes, Sir. 


(Questions. 


SUGAR BOUNTIES CONFERENCE. 

CotoneL MILWARD (Warwickshire, 
Stratford-upon-Avon): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he can give the House 
any information as to the proposed 
Sugar Conference; whether formal or 
informal invitations have been issued, 
and by and to what Power or Powers ; 
when and where it is proposed to meet, 
together with any further information 
he can, consistently with the public inte- 
rest, give to the House. 


* Viscount CRANBORNE: Suggestions 
have recently been received from the Bel- 
gian Government for the reassembling of 
the Brussels Conference upon certain 
bases. These suggestions are at present 
under the consideration of His Majesty's 
Government, but at the present stage it 
would not be desirable to indicate their 
exact nature. The Powers represented 


at the last Conference were Great 
Britain, Germany, Austria - Hungary, 


Belgium, Spain, France, Holland, Russia, 
Sweden. It is presumed the above-men- 
tioned suggestions have been made to 
these Powers. 


WEST INDIAN PRISONS—PENAL 
LABOUR. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he can see his way to 
order the abolition of penal labour, and 
especially shot drill, in Grenada and other 
West Indian prisons; and whether, 
seeing remunerative labour has already 
been substituted in many of these insti- 
tutions for the treadmill and other forms 
of punishment, some small proportion of 
the money earned by these methods 


might be allocated to the prisoners as a | 
further inducement to their good be-| 


haviour. 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The prison 


rules and practice in West Indian prisons 
are based upon and as far as possible assi- 
milated to the rules and practice in thé 
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‘prisons of the United Kingdom. The 


‘hon. Member may be assured that so far 


as circumstances and resources allow I 
shall be glad to further the views embodied 
in his question. 


OLD AGE PENSIONS IN THE COLONIES, 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he will lay upon 
the Table of the House a Return showing 
the systems of old age pensions adopted 
in certain colonies, together with a 
Report as to the cost and working of 
such systems up to the present time. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The only 
colonies in which old age pensions systems 
have been adopted are New Zealand, New 
South Wales, and Victoria. In the case 
of the two latter States the Acts were 
only passed at the end of last year, and I 
have not yet received a copy of the 
Victorian Act. The New Zealand Act 
came into force on Ist November, 1898, 
and [ have received reports on its working 
up to June, 1900, which I shall be happy 
to place in the Library, with copies of the 
three Acts. 


THE NEW COINAGE, 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tyd- 
vil): I beg to ask the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, as Master of the Mint, if in 


| the quarterings on any new coinage that 


may be issued in the reign of His Majesty 
King Edward he will see that the Princi- 
pality of Wales is not ignored ; and 
whether he will consider the desirability 
of marking the value clearly upon the 
face of every denomination of coin. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacnu, Bristol, 
W.): It does not rest with the Master of 
the Mint to decide what the quarterings 
of the Royal Arms should be. His duty 
is only to consider whether they should be 
represented on the coinage. Unless they 
are altered, of course they would be repre- 


sented, if at all, in their present form. 
| Before any new coinage is issued, the 
/question whether any alteration of 
| present designs is advisable will be fully 
considered, including the point mentioned 


| by the hon. Member. 
i] 
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POLICE PROSECUTIONS 
PALMISTRY, ETC. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney General whether, in 
view of the recent conviction and fining 
of itinerant palmists, he can give an 
assurance that the law will be put in 
force against the fashionable palmists, 


FOR 


clairvoyants, and phrenologists in 
London. 
*ToHe SECRETARY or STATE ror 


tHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Ritcutz, Croydon): I have been asked 
by my hon. and learned friend to answer 
this question. The important point to 
consider in determining whether or not 
it is desirable to prosecute such persons 
under the Vagrant Act is whether or not 
the practice is followed with a view to 
fraud or other unlawful purpose. The 
police have instructions to watch sus- 
picious cases, and whenever there is good 
ground for believing that fraud or im- 
position is being practised they will be 
directed to prosecute. 


JUSTICES AND THE OATH OF 
ALLEGIANCE. 

Mre BROADHURST (Leicester): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether the 
present justices of the peace will have 
to be resworn in their allegiance to 


the King; and, if so, whether the 
magistrates’ clerks at petty sessions 


can administer the oath, or whether 
they will have to attend quarter sessions 
for this purpose. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: [ am advised that it 
is not necessary in consequence of the 
demise of the Crown that justices should 
take anew the Judicial Oath and the 
Oath of Allegiance, but that it is desirable 
that they should do so. If they do, 
the oaths are required by the Pro- 
missory Oaths Act, 1871, to be taken 
before one of His Majesty’s judges in 
open court, or in open court at general 
or quarter sessions, except that borough 
justices may take the oaths before 
the mayor. It would not, in my 
opinion, be lawful for county justices to 
take the oaths in petty sessions. 


NATURALISATION OF ALIENS—FEES. 


Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the. 
Secretary of State for the Home De- 


{ 
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partment whether it is possible that 
a reduction could be made in the fees 
charged for the naturalisation of aliens 
which now press hardly on members 
of the working classes; whether a 
general reduction could be made; and 
whether it could be arranged that 
working men whose incomes are less 
than £80 a year. and who have lived 
over ten years in this country, paying 
rates and taxes and bearing a good 


character, could have some special 
exemption made in their favour. 
*Mr. RITCHIE: I do not propose 


to make a general reduction in the 
fee for a naturalisation certificate, and 
I do not think that the suggestion in 
the second paragraph is desirable or 
practicable. 


COLLISIONS AT SEA, 
*Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of 
Trade if he can state what was the 
number of collisions at sea in which 
British ships were engaged during 
the six months ending 3lst December, 
1900 ; and in how many cases of such 


collisions have the Board of ‘Trade 
held an inquiry. 

*THe PRESIDENT or toe BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. GerraLp BALFour, 
Leeds, Central): The number of 


collisions at sea in which British ships 
were involved and which were reported 
to the Board of Trade during the six 


months ended 3lst December, 1900, 
was 431. The Board ordered formal 
inquiry in six of those cases. Three 


inquiries have been held. Three have 
been abandoned owing to the cases being 
taken to the Admiralty Court, and 
two are pending. In addition to the 
inquiries ordered by the Board of Trade 
six were held abroad either by Naval 
or Colonial Courts. I should like to 
add that the majority of the 431 cases 
to which I have referred were trivial, 
that loss of life occurred in only 
eighteen of them, and that in many 
instances the Board of Trade did not 
order inquiry because the cases were 
already before the Admiralty Court. 
ELECTRIC TRAMS—STANDARD 
GAUGE. 
Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Trade 
2F2 
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whether his Department have con- 
sidered the desirability of prescribing 
a standard gauge for electric trams in 
future Acts, so as to enable towns to 
be electrically connected in this country, 
as in America, without break of gauge. 


*Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The Board 

of Trade are fully aware of the im- 
portance of a uniform gauge, and when 
opportunity offers press their views 
on the subject upon promoters. I think 
it would be a mistake, however, to insist 
on the adoption of the standard gauge 
as an absolutely invariable rule; in 
hilly districts and in towns with very 
narrow streets it is sometimes desirable 
to adopt a gauge less than the usual 
4 feet 84 inches. 


MANNING OF MERCHANT VESSELS— 
THE “PRIMROSE HILL.” 

Mr. HOULT (Cheshire, Wirral): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade if he is aware that the cap- 
tain of the sailing ship “Primrose 
Hill” stated publicly, before sailing 
from Liverpool, that his ship had been 
delayed during fine weather for 
several days wanting a crew, which 
could not be supplied by the Board 
of Trade officials; that other persons 
could have supplied the crew but doing 
so would have been contrary to the Act 


of 1854; and that two days after leaving | 


Liverpool the “Primrose Hill” was 
driven ashore and became a_ total 
wreck, only one of the crew being saved ; 
and whether, under the circumstances, 
he will cause inquiries to be made with 
a view to increasing the facilities for 
captains obtaining crews. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, Sir; 
I am aware of the circumstances of the 
case to which my hon. friend refers 
and of the statements made by the 
captain. An inquiry into the wreck 
of the “ Primrose Hill” has been ordered, 
and I am informed that proceedings 
for libel are being taken in connection 
with the case. Until the inquiry has 
been held I can express no opinion on 
the point referred to in the last para- 
graph of the question. 


An Hon. MemBer: Can the right 
hon. Gentleman state what proportion 
of apprentices was carried by this vessel, 
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and if they were so carried with a view 
to obtaining a reduction of the light 
dues ? » 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
afraid I cannot without notice, but 
probably this is one of the questions 
' being inquired into. 


RAILWAY CARRIAGE COMPARTMENTS 
—CORRIDOR TRAINS. 

Mr. TAYLOR (Lancashire, Radcliffe) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether his attention has 
been called to the recent case of murder 
and attempted murder in a railway 
compartment ; and whether he has taken 
or will take steps to discourage the 
employment of separate compartment 
railway carriages on express trains. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR:: The intro- 
duction of corridor trains and carriages 
,is a matter within the discretion of 
the railway companies themselves, and 
I am not in a position to interfere. 
Considerable progress in this respect 
has been made during recent years. 


HOLYHEAD PIER. 

Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH (Anglesey) : I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether the negotiations for the 
sale to the London and North Western 
Railway Company of certain property at 
Holyhead, and the proposals to erect a 
new mail pier and extend the Mackenzie 
Pier at Holyhead, have been abandoned ; 
or whether the Board of Trade intend to 
proceed, during the next session of Par- 
liament, with the Bill to enable them to 
carry out those arrangements. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, Sir; 
the negotiations for the sale to the London 
‘and North Western Railway Company 
of certain property at Holyhead have 
been abandoned having regard to the 
great cost which would be entailed by the 
erection of a new mail pier, a cost largely 
in excess of what was at one time an- 
ticipated. 


SMALL DWELLINGS ACQUISITION 
ACT, 1899. 
Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board if he can state how many 
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localities have adopted the Small Dwell- 
ings Acquisition Act, 1899 ; how much 
money was advanced by these local autho- 
rities last year under that Act ; and how 
many dwellings were purchased under its 
provisions. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
LonG, Bristol, S.): My information is 
limited to cases in which the borrowing of 
money by local authorities in England 
and Wales has been sanctioned for the 
purposes of the Act. Three local autho- 
rities were authorised to borrow money 
last year in respect of the purchase of 
eight houses, the amount sanctioned 
being £1,830. 


DEATHS FROM BEER POISONING IN 
ENGLAND. 

Mr. FLAVIN : I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board 
whether he can state the number of 
deaths which have taken place in Great 
Britain during the past twelve months 
from the effect of drinking arsenicised 
beer, and also the number of cases re- 
ported during the same period in 
Great Britain in which people were re- 
ported or stated to have been poisoned, 
or to have suffered from the effects of 
drinking beer unfit for human use. 


Mr. WALTER LONG : The amount of 
exceptional sickness and death in Eng- 
land and Wales attributable to poisoning 
by arsenic is one of the qestions referred 
to the Royal Commission recently ap- 
pointed. The Local Government Board 
are not in possession of the particulars 
asked for by the hon. Member. The 
latest information they have on the sub- 
ject is contained in the Report made to 
them by Dr. Buchanan, which was pre- 
sented to both Houses of Parliament last 
week, 


PRECAUTIONS AGAINST SMALL-POX. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL : I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board what steps are being taken to pre- 
serve London from the danger of an out- 
break of the small-pox epidemic so preva- 
lent in Glasgow. 


Mr. WALTER LONG : I am happy to 
say that according to the latest Returns 
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there is at present practically no small- 
pox in London. It is by the vaccination 
of unvaccinated persons and the revacci- 
nation of adults that effective steps can 
best be taken to prevent an outbreak of 
this disease. 


SWINE FEVER. 

Mr. LAMBERT : I beg to ask the Pre- 
sident of the Board of Agriculture how 
many cases of swine fever occurred in 
1898, 1899, and 1900 respectively ; what 
was the total cost in each year in measures 
for suppressing swine fever ; and whether 
any sums, if so, how much, were deducted 
each year from the grants in aid of local 
taxation. 


Mr. WALTER LONG (for Mr, Han- 
BURY) : The number of outbreaks of swine 
fever which occurred in 1898 was 2,514 ; 
in 1899 there were 2,322, and in 1900 
1,940. The net expenditure incurred in 
dealing with the disease was, approxi- 
mately, £112,000 in 1898-9, £71,500 in 
1899-1900, and, according to our latest 
estimate, it will amount to £52,000 for 
the current year. The amount drawn 
from the Local Taxation Accounts was 
£70,000 in 1898-9, and £38,000 in 1899- 
1900. We shall probably require £15,000 
from the same source from swine fever 
business during the present year. 


POSTMEN CANDIDATES FOR 
POSTMASTERSHIPS. 

Mr. LOUGH : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether postmen 
who offer themselves as candidates for 
postmaster and sub-postmaster vacancies 
that are advertised in the Official Circular 
are required to have a knowledge of tele- 
graph duties. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): It is open to 
any officer of the Department whatever 
his rank and whether possessed of tele- 
graph qualifications or not, to apply for 
any appointment as postmaster or sub- 
postmaster advertised in the Official Cir- 
cular. Of course a candidate who pos- 
sessed such qualifications would have a 
better chance of success, other things 


| being equal, than one who did not. 
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Mr. LOUGH : But is a knowledge of | second Merionethshire lease comprised 


telegraphic duties insisted upon ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : No. 
Sir; but, other things being equal, the 
candidate with the knowledge stands the 
better chance of success. 


OVERTIME IN THE POST OFFICE. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
if he will grant a Return showing the 
number of hours overtime, under the 
various heads in which overtime is 
claimed, performed at the Central Tele- 
graph Office, London, and in the tele- 
graph department of all the offices in 
Schedule A, during the twelve months 
ending 31st December, 1900. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: A 
general Return for the offices in question 
would involve a good deal of labour in 
compilation, and would not in the opinion 
of the Postmaster General be of any 
general interest. But if the hon. Member 
desires to have the figures for any parti- 
cular office the Postmaster General will 
endeavour to supply him with the infor- 
mation. 


SPORTING RIGHTS ON GOVERNMENT 
LANDS IN WALES. 

Mr. EDWARDS: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether the 
sporting rights mentioned in the last 
Report of His Majesty’s Commissioners 
of Woods and Forests and Land Revenues 
as having been leased in the counties of 
Radnor and Merioneth to certain persons 
for terms of 10 and 20 years were duly 
advertised so that the public had an 
opportunity of applying for them ; and 
whether a valuation was made by a 
responsible agent of the sporting right 
in the county of Radnor which is now 


leased at a less rent than was previously | 


obtained. 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 


| offer for it. 


| the shooting over three farms recently 
| bought by the Crown, and over some 


'Crown waste adjoining them. It was 
| part of the bargain with the vendor of the 
'farms that he should have such a lease. 
| The Radnorshire lease was granted to the 
only person who could be got to make an 
The previous tenant retused 
to renew, and all likely persons were 
invited to tender, but it was not thought 
worth while to incur the expense of 
advertising or getting a valuation in 
such a small case. 


MAIDSTONE ELECTION PETITION, 
Mr. CHANNING: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether the Public Prosecutor will 
‘take proceedings against the persons 
scheduled in the Report of the judges who 
tried the Maidstone Petition, or whether 
other steps will be taken locally or by His 
Majesty’s Government to bring these 
persons to justice ; and whether the per- 
sors so scheduled will in any case be dis- 
| qualified from voting in the election of a 
member to fill the vacancy created by the 
decision. 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Rosert Fintay, Inverness Burghs): 
Persons scheduled who have received 
certificates of indemnity cannot be pro- 
secuted. The few cases in which such 
certificates were not granted are under 
consideration. The persons so scheduled 
are in all cases disqualified from voting 
in the election to fill the vacancy. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- 
shire, E.): I beg to ask Mr. Attorney 
General if his attention has _ been 
| directed to the judgment given in the 
| Maidstone Election Petition case, when 
Mr. Justice Kennedy stated that there 
'seemed to have been a more or less 


| systematic provision made for the cor- 


/rupt wants of the lower class voters, 
‘but that the total number of cases of 
bribery proved was only 25, and that 


leases referred to in the question are three | there was no evidence which enabled the 
in number, two being of sporting in| court to form a satisfactory opinion as 
Merionethshire, and one of sporting in| to the proportion of the bribable class of 
Radnorshire ; they were not advertised. | voters ; whether the representatives of 
The first Merionethshire lease was to the | the Director of Prosecutions who attended 
old tenant who agreed to pay its full value | the trial called any witnesses able to give 
as estimated by the Crown valuer ; the| material evidence, as directed by Section 
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43 (3) of the Corrupt Practices Act, 
1883, or took any steps, by applying for 
an adjournment or otherwise, to assist 
the election judges to form a satisfactory 
opinion as to the extent to which corrupt 
practices prevailed in the borough ; and 
what further steps the Government 
propose to take to ascertain the truth 
before assenting to the issue of a new writ. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY : My attention 
has been called to the judgment in this 
case. The representative of the Director 
of Public Prosecutions was not in posses- 
sion of any material evidence, and had no 
grounds on which he could properly 
have applied for an adjournment. I am 
informed by him that the court stated 
that they had no reason to doubt that all | 
cases in support of which satisfactory | 
evidence could be produced had been 
brought before them, and that he has no 
ground to suppose that this is not correct. 
It is extremely difficult to obtain legal 
proof in such cases. Under these cir- 
cumstances it does not appear that any 
good would result from further delay. 


REFORM OF THE CIRCUIT SYSTEM. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney General whether, in 
view of the fact that the business of the 
King’s Bench Division is at present 
much delayed through the absence of 
its Judges on circuit, he can promise 
any reform of the present circuit system. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: The fact 
that two judges have been of late required 
for Election Petitions, and that one 
judge has been ill, has caused some in- 
terruption in the normal despatch of 
business in the King’s Bench Division. 
Any proposal to deprive any counties 
of Assizes is attended with great prac- 
tical difficulties. The whole question of 
Improving the conduct of business in 
the King’s Bench Division is being care- 
fully considered. 

LEGAL PROCEDURE — SUPPRESSION 
OF WITNESSES’ NAMES. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney General whether he, 
can state on what grounds the names 
of witnesses in the recent case of Cory- 
Thomas v. Spink were suppressed. 
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Sir ROBERT FINLAY: The names 


of some of the witnesses in the case 
referred to were, in pursuance of an 
arrangement made by the counsel in the 
case, not mentioned, with the very proper 
object of avoiding the infliction of un- 


Questions. 


‘necessary pain and annoyance. 


Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: I should 
like to ask the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man whether he thinks the practice 
should be extended. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It is not ia order 
when a question on the Paper has been 
answered for an hor. Member to ask 
another on a matter of opinion. 


EDUCATION—REGINA v. COCKERTON. 

Mr. KENYON (Lancashire, Bury): I 
beg to ask the Vice-President of the Com- 
mittee of Council on Education whether, 
pending the decision in the Court of 
Appeal in the case of Regina v. Cocker- 
ton, he will advise the Board to continue 
the grants to such Schools as may be 
affected by the judgment of Justices 
Wills and Kennedy, and whether any 
legislation is in contemplation on the 
subject should their judgment be con- 
firmed. 

THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, 
Cambridge University): The Board has 
already informed the schools affected 
that the sta‘us quo will be maintained 
until final judgment. The Board will 
want to see what that judgment is before 
deciding what action should be taken 
upon it. 


ALLEGED ORANGE OUTRAGES IN 
LONDONDERRY. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether a 
bomb was discharged some months ago 
from the city walls of Londonderry into 
the yard of a house in Wellington Street 
in the said city; whether complaint 
about this matter was made by the occu- 
pier of the said house to the justices 
sitting in petty sessions, and if they 
directed the police authorities to inves- 
tigate the »ecurrence; can he state 
whether any investigation was made 


'as so directed; and, if so, with what 
‘result ; and, will he see that the police 
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authorities take steps to have the law 
at present in force in the said city carried 
out, and thereby prevent the discharge 
of firearms and explosives at 
Orange anniversaries. 


THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam. Dover): The oc- 
currence referred to in the first para- 


graph took place on the 6th June last. A | 
rocket of a dangerous character was dis- | 
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already undertaken, has been hypothe- 
| cated, 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Have any 
‘schemes had to be abandoned ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: A sufficient num- 
ber have not been abandoned to make 
it necessary to retain the money in hand. 


OWENMORE RIVER (CO. 
DRAINAGE. 


SLIGO) 


charged on the occasion. The reply to the | 


second paragraph is in the aftirmative. 
The matter was very carefullyinvestigated 
by the police, and the police communi- 
cated with the organiser of the demon- 
stration, who was aware that rockets 
of the character referred to had been 
used and expressed his regret that they 
had been discharged. The police are 
alive to the importance of enforcing the 
law as regards the use of firearms and 
explosives, and will use their best en- 
deavours to prevent a breach of the law 
in this respect in future. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY: And is a mere 
expression of regret from a leader of the 
Orange party sufficient to satisfy the 
Constabulary ? 


[No answer was given. ] 


CONSTRUCTION IN 
IRELAND. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford,N.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can state the amount of money granted 
by Parliament for the construction of 
railways in Ireland which is yet unex- 
pended ; under what account and to 
what fund these unexpended sums are 
credited ; and, in cases where original 
plans have fallen thrsugh, can these 
sums or any of them be devoted to the 
construction or extension of other lines. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The amount of 
the grant referred to so far unexpended 
is £270,286. This sum is not held in a 
Suspense Account, as the money is lent 
when required to the Treasury by the 
National Debt Commissioners, on the 
application of the Board of Public Works. 
The whole of the money made available 
under the Act of 1896, except a small 
balance to meet possible excess expen- 
diture in carrying out the schemes 


RAILWAY 





Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware of the fact that the drainage of 
the Owenmore river in South Sligo 
would be the means of converting hun- 
dreds of acres of marsh now practically 
useless into good arable land; and 
whether, as this river passes through a 
congested district, he will favourably 
consider the question of a grant by the 
Board of Agriculture in aid of a scheme 
for having it drained. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have no infor- 
mation respecting the first paragraph. 
No application with reference to a scheme 
for the drainage of the river mentioned 
has been made to the Department of 
Agriculture, and I am unable to say that 
the Department would favourably enter- 
tain any such application if made to them. 
The matter appears to me to be one in 
which application should be made to the 
Commissioners of Public Works, who are 
invested with statutory powers in re- 
ference to the formation and main- 
tenance of drainage districts. 


Mr. O'DOWD: Seeing that this is a 
matter of great importance locally, will 
the right hon. Gentleman further con- 
sider it % 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am willing to 
consider any matter laid before me, but 
there is not enough money available to 
take up every project, however much it 
may be desired locally. 


LAND JUDGES’ COURT RETURN. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is prepared to grant the Return in regard 
to the Land Judges Court on the Order 
Paper for this day. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: I am not prepared | 


to grant the Return in the form asked 
for. Its compilation would impose a 
great deal of labour on a Department 
which is barely able to cope with its 
work. Moreover, the Return would 
prove misleading, since it would embrace 
many particulars which have no bearing 
on the question of Land Purchase. 


Mr. CULLINAN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he will lay a Return upon 
the Table showing the number of estates 
in the Land Judges’ Court in Ireland ; 
the number of officials (including local 
receivers) employed in their manage- 
ment ; the gross total of the rents col- 
lected in respect of such estates by the 
receivers during the year 1899 ; and the 
net total available in respect of that 
year for those beneficially interested 
after deduction of all charges for ad- 
ministration and collection. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I regret I am un- 
able to grant this Return, for reasons 
similar to those given by me in answer 
to a previous question standing in the 
name of the hon. Member for South 
Tyrone. 


Mr. CULLINAN put a supplementary 
question, which could not be heard, 
and Mr. WYNDHAM promised to speak 
to him privately. 


IRISH POLICE—SICK REGULATIONS. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland (1) whether he is aware that 
members of the Royal Irish Constabu- 
lary and Dublin Metropolitan Police 
suffering from illness or injury contracted 
while discharging their duty are sent 
to hospital at their own expense ; (2) 
whether the sum deducted from their 
pay is equivalent in the case of sergeants 
to about half their pay; (3) whether a 
Dublin policeman, if nursed by his wife, 
suffers a stoppage of a shilling a day, 
and if it is expected that he can support 
his family and pay for medical requi-| 
sites in these circumstances ; (4) whether | 
members of the Royal Irish Constabulary | 
are obliged, in case of sickness requiring | 
hospital treatment, to go to a hospital | 
selected by the authorities, which pro- | 


‘ 
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vides for the religious comfort of no 
patients except those belonging to the 
Irish Protestant Church; and (5) 
whether the Government will inquire 
into the whole question of treating 
members of the two forces when ill, 
and either provide a hospital or else allow 
the men to select their own hospital and 
arrange their own terms of payment. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Members of the 
Dublin Metropolitan Police and Royal 
Irish Constabulary who are sent to hos- 
pital are required to defray the hospital 
charges. In the case ot the former 
force, these charges amount to 2s. a day 
for single men, and Is. 6d. for married 
men. ‘The rates charged to men of the 
Constabulary treated at Steevens’ Hos- 
pital are 2s. 3d. for single men and 1s. 4d. 
for married men. Men of this force 
treated in the depot are charged 1s. 1d. 
a day. The stoppage of a shilling, to 
which reference is made in the third 
question, is not enforced in all cases. 
If the man’s officer and the doctor con 
cur in recommending him for exemp- 
tion, no such stoppage is made. In 
reply to the fourth question, Steevens’ 
Hospital has been selected by the Con- 
stabulary authorities for the treatment 
of men from that force, except in cases 
of fever. I understand that clergymen 
of all denominations have free access 
to this hospital. It is not proposed to 
make any alteration in the existing 
hospital arrangements in either of the 
two forces. 


IRISH CONSTABULARY FORCE FUND. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer whether he can 
state what amount of money was paid 
to the late Inspector General of Con- 
stabulary from the Constabulary Force 
Fund on the occasion of his retirement ; 
whether unmarried members of the 
Royal Irish Constabulary are forced to 
pay an annual subscription to this fund 
against their will, and whether there is 
any provision for their reaping any 
benefit except their travelling expenses 
home on retirement ; and whether he 
can state what amount of money has 
been paid into the Constabulary Force 
Fund by unmarried policemen since it 
was subsidised by the Government, and 
what amount was disbursed in respect 
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of unmarried policemen during the same|they should not open their business 
| places; will he give the names of the 
| P g 
sie | policemen who made these statements ; 
of reel aa pag Pare [ we eee ‘and will they be reprimanded for their 
Y, a interf rith the trades of thes 
to this question. The late Inspector | tren ron ae ee ae eee 
General received a sum of £171 from | ‘s 
the Constabulary Force Fund. Un-| Mr. WYNDHAM: I think the hon, 
— members of the force who | Member is under a’ misapprehension. 
joined ge the 18th June, 1883, | No intimation of the nature mentioned 
riley joc’ “4 y rege 40 eae | was given by the police in either Edge- 
of ous. per cent. trom their pay tor the | worthstown or Ballymahon. 
fund, and should they marry, their wives | , 


and children would be entitled, subject | re oe 7 [ 
to the rules governing the fund, to| STEAM TRAWLING IN GALWAY BAY. 


participate in the bénefits of the fund) Mr. MORRIS (Galway) : I beg to ask 
in addition to the grants on retirement, | the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
referred to in the question as “travel-| tenant of Ireland whether he is aware ot 
ling expenses.” As regards the second | the injury done by steam trawlers fishing 
paragraph, I am informed that the books | in Galway Bay and other coast waters In 
and accounts do not distinguish between | Ireland, and that the prevalence of this 
payments made by married and un.-| illegal fishing is largely due to the small- 
ness of the fine which the authorities are 
/empowered by law to inflict on these 
THE RECENT “DAY OF GENERAL | poaching steamers when caught; whether 
See ees ’-- TRISH POLICE AND | he is aware that the highest fine possible 
SHOPKEEPERS. | ; ; : : ‘ 
—_ | to impose in Ireland is one-twentieth of 
Mr. MI ADDEN (Donegal, E.): I that in Scotland; and whether he will 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | see that measures are immediately taken 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware} to have Galway Bay more vigilantly pro- 
that the sergeant of police at Ballybofey, ‘tected, and to have the fine possible to 
county Donegal, on Ist February last, impose in such cases raised. 
called upon the publicans of Ballybofey 
and Stranorlar, county Donegal, and) Mr. WYNDHAM: I have no doubt 
peremptorily ordered them to close that the prevalence of illegal trawling in 
their places of business during the next | Irish waters is due, to some extent, to the 
day, being the occasion of the late Queen’s | smallness of the fine that can be imposed 
funeral, and by whose authority and | under the existing law. Iam aware of the 
under what Act of Parliament the fact stated in the second paragraph. Ifan 
sergeant acted. opportunity arises | hope to assimilate the 
TYNT , Irish law to that in force in Scotland in 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The facts are not)... si : ‘ser “Helga,” 
. . ; this respect. The special cruiser ~ Helga, 
correctly stated in the question. It). ae Agri 
ara P in the service of the Department of Agr 
appears that some publicans asked the : : ; icing Irist 
serce: . culture, is now engaged in policing Irish 
sergeant of police whether they were , % sci ohio alk 
pee . idee | waters, and the steamer in the service 0 
required to close their places of business. | : ae page 
The ; “di . . the Congested Districts Board has also 
1e sergeant replied in the affirmative, f : ies. 
t es . been made available for the same purpose. 
yut subsequently he saw his error andj p : : ; 

t tae : . : Every possible effort will be made to sup- 
at once informed the publicans it was | siiaie Maal teention in Gabway Dav snl 
unnecessary to close. They opened their ee & oe 
places of business as usual on the 2nd 
Instant, 


period. 


married members, respectively. 


elsewhere in Ireland. 


ARTERIAL DRAINAGE AND 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL : I beg to ask the REAFFORESTATION, IRELAND. 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant! Mr. M‘'GOVERN (Cavan, W.): I beg 
of Ireland by what authority policemen to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
in Edgeworthstown and Ballymahon in- | Lieutenant of Ireland whether the county 
formed publicans that the day of the| council of the county of Cavan has called 
Queen’s funeral was a holiday on which | the attention of the Local Government 
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Board and thé Board of Agriculture for 
Ireland to the necessity of amending the 
Local Government (Ireland) Act so as to 
enable county councils to execute arterial 
drainage works and to re-afforest waste 
lands, subject to the usual procedure 
which has to be adopted in making new 
roads and other similar public works ; 
and whether it is the intention of the 
Government to take any steps in the 
present session to amend the Local Go- 
vernment Act in this and other respects. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The answer to the 
first paragraph isin theaffirmative. As 
at present advised, I do not propose to 
amend the Act of 1899 in the direction 
suggested. The question of arterial 
drainage isat present one that comes more 
directly within the province of the Board 
of Works,who have considerable statutory 
powers in regard thereto. The Depart- 
ment of Agriculture are fully alive to the 
importance of including provision for tree 
planting operations and the expert advice 
necessary for carrying them out effect- 
tively in the schemes which the county 
councils are engaged in promoting under 
the Act of 1899, and will be prepared to 
take the requisite measures for this pur- 
pose at the proper opportunity. 


BEER POISONING IN IRELAND. 

Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he can state the number of 
deaths, if any, which have taken place in 
Ireland during the past twelve months 
from the effects of drinking arsenicised 
beer ; and whether he can give the num- 
ber of cases reported, if any, during the 
same period in Ireland in which people 
were reported, or stated to have been 
poisoned, or suffered from the effects of 
drinking beer unfit for human use. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No deaths, or cases 
of injury, from the cause referred to have 
been reported to the Registrar General 
in Ireland during the past twelve months. 


DONEGAL LAND APPEALS. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY : I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he can state the number of 
appeals from the Sub-Commission Court 
at present pending from the Innishowen 
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‘Union of the county of Donegal ; and 
whether, as some of these appeals are 
pending for the past three or four years, 
he can say when the tenants concerned 
may expect the Appeal Court to dispose 
of the cases. 


Questions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : Appeals are pending 
in fifty-two cases from the Innishowen 
Union. A large number of these cases 
will appear on the next List of Appeals 
for hearing at Londonderry, but no 
arrangements have yet been made by the 
Commissioners for the next sitting at that 
place. 


Mr. O’DOHERTY : Cannot the right 
hon. Gentleman make arrangements for 
hearing these appeals in the Union, seeing 
that Londonderry is forty miles distant ¢ 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I will lay the sug- 
gestion before the Land Commission, but, 
as the hon. Member knows, there are a 
large number of appeals outstanding. 


LETTERKENNY LAND APPEALS. 

Mr. M‘FADDEN : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land if he will state the number of appeals 
pending in the Land Commission Court in 
the Letterkenny Union, county of Done- 
gal, and, seeing that a great number of 
the cases are pending for upwards of three 
years, when the Land Commission Court 
will hold a sitting to dispose of the appeals; 
and if the Commission, considering the 
number of appeals from this Union, will 
hold a sitting at Letterkenny for the dis- 
posal of the cases. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Appeals are pend- 
ing in thirty-seven cases from the Letter- 
kenny Union. In only one of these cases 
is the appeal pending for upwards of three 
years, but in several others more than 
two years have elapsed since the appeal 
notices were lodged. Cases from this dis- 
trict will be heard at the next sitting of 
the Court at Londonderry, for which, how- 
ever, no arrangements have as yet been 
made. It is not probable that the time at 
the disposal of the Commissioners will 
permit of their sitting at Letterkenny. 


AGRARIAN DISPUTE IN SOUTH SLIGO. 


Mr. O’DOWD: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
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of Ireland whether he will explain on 
whose authority and for what purpose 
an armed force of the Royal Irish Con- 
stabulary, numbering over 200 men, were 
drafted into the townland of Achonry, 
South Sligo, on Sunday, 13th January ; 
and whether the costs arising out of 
such action will have to be borne by 
the over-burdened ratepayers of that 
locality. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The police force 
drafted into Achonry on the 13th Janu- 
ary consisted of forty-four men, not 
over 200 as stated. They were assembled 
by direction of the Government, acting 
on the advice of the local authorities, to 
prevent any attempt to intimidate cer- 
tain persons in the locality who occupy 
grass farms. The answer to the second 
paragraph is in the negative. 


Mr. O'DOWD: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the meeting re- 
ferred to was one of farmers convened 
for the purpose of forming a local branch 
of the United League? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
is not in order in entering into explana- 
tions of that kind. 


CORK ASSIZES--SUB LAND COM- 
MISSION. 

Mr. BARRY (Cork County, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether, 
seeing that the Cork Assizes will open 


on Saturday, 16th of March, and con- | 


tinue for several days, and that a Sub- 
Commission will sit in Skibbereen on 
the 19th of March, he can state what 
provision, if any, will be made for enabling 
jurors whose cases are listed for hearing 
on that date being present in person or 
represented by solicitors who shall also 
be absent at the Assizes; and whether 
he would make a representation to the 
Land Commission to change the date of 
the sitting of the Sub-Commission to 
some convenient day either before or 
after the Cork Assizes. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Under the cir- 
cumstances the Land Commission will 
arrange to postpone the sitting of the 
Sub-Commission at Skibbereen, fixed 
for the 19th March, until after the Cork 
Assizes. 
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OGILBY ESTATE, CO, TYRONE, 
Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that an order was made by the 
Land Court in 1891 for the sale of the 
Ogilby Estate, in the county Tyrone, 
the tenants at the time being served 
with final notice and schedule, and that 
the tenants two years ago made applica- 
tion to the Court to purchase their 
holdings ; and will he state whether the 
necessary valuation in response to the 
application has been made, and the cause 
of the delay in carrying out the sale of 

this estate to the occupying tenants. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am informed by 
the Registrar of the Land Judge's 
Court that the settlement of the rental 
of the holdings on this estate will be pro- 
ceeded with before the Examiner next 
week, when it is hoped the rental will be 
finally settled. The case now stands on 
the list of the Land Judge for the 15th 
April, but if the rental be settled in the 
meantime a request will be at once issued 
to the Land Commissioners under the 
40th section of the Act of 1896. 


KENNY ESTATE, CO. GALWAY. 

Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the case of the 
Kenny Estate, situate at Skehannagh, 
in the county of Galway, at present 
under the jurisdiction of the Court of 
Chancery in Ireland, which has been 
recently offered for purchase to the 
tenants, the right of game being reserved 
from the tenants; and whether it is 
usual in cases of this kind to make such a 
reservation. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: So far as can be 
ascertained no proceedings are pend'ng 
before the Land Judge for sale of the 
lands referred to in the question. If 
fuller particulars are furnished further 
inquiry will be made. 


IRISH DAIRY INDUSTRY. 

Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, 8.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether it has 
been brought to his notice that the 
Danish Government have permanently 
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two Commissioners in Great Britain 
superintending the distribution of Danish 
dairy products and safeguarding the 
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the buildings are in the same condition 


interests of Danish agriculturists ; and | 


whether it is intended to appoint such 
a Commissioner (under the Agricul- 
tural and Technical Act, 1900) to protect 
the interests of Irish farmers in the 
English markets. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Department 
of Agriculture is aware that the Danish 
Government have an officer or officers 
in Great Britain for the purpose stated. 
It is understood that the duties of these 
officers largely consists in watching the 
administration of the Sale of Food and 
Drugs Acts, and furnishing to their 
Government information concerning 
British markets which is of value to 
Danish agriculturists. The Department 
have already taken steps to promote 
both these objects in the interests of 
Irish agricultural produce, and, should 
experience prove it to be necessary to 
keep a special officer resident in England 
for the purpose, they will be prepared to 
take that measure also. 


DUAL OWNERSHIP OF IRISH LAND. 

Captain DONELAN (Cork, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been directed to a resolu- 
tion recently adopted by the Cork County 
Council condemning the present system 
of dual ownership of land in Ireland, and 
advocating compulsory sale upon equit- 
able terms.; whether he is aware that 
numerous public bodies in Ireland have 
adopted similar resolutions ; and whether 
it is proposed to give consideration to the 
views thus expressed. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Representations to 


the effect mentioned have been made by | : ; 2 
' whether in the case of a revaluation of 


a number of public bodies in Ireland. 
The policy of the Government will be 
more conveniently discussed on the 
Amendment to the Address standing in 
the name of the hon. Member for Water- 
ford. 
IRISH ASSESSMENTS. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief 

Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 


Ireland whether he is aware that the 
land of Ireland has not been revalued for 


as regards rating, and whether new 
buildings and improved premises have 
been valued according to their present 
rental ; whether he is aware that on this 
account the rateable valuations of land 
and buildings are unequal and frequently 
inaccurate in Ireland; whether, seeing 


that the local authorities in England, 


Scotland, and Wales are empowered to 
revalue all property at such periods as 
they may think desirable, he can state 
upon what grounds a similar right is 
withheld frem Ireland; and whether 
the Government will consider the desira- 
bility of converting the Valuation Office 
into a popular board on which all classes 
of Irishmen may be represented. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It is true that 
nearly fifty years have elapsed since the 
general valuation of Ireland was com- 
pleted. There is no power to revise that 
valuation owing to the fact that Bills 
introduced by the Government in 1865 
and 1878, making provision for a general 
revaluation, were withdrawn, mainly 
owing to the opposition of the Irish Mem- 
bers. The inequalities referred to in 
the second paragraph no doubt exist. 
It is generally admitted that the Irish 
system, under which a valuation has been 
carried out by a central body, is more 
uniform, consistent, and _ satisfactory 
than the system existing in this country. 
The reply to the last paragraph is in the 
negative. 


Mr. ©’SHEE: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether in the revaluation of 
rateable property in county boroughs 
about to be made steps will be taken to 
obtain a separate valuation of buildings 
and of land in the same way as in rural 
districts under Griffith’s Valuation ; and 


rateable property in urban districts the 
same distinction will be adopted. 


Mr. W¥YNDHAM: In the revaluation 
of Belfast now being issued to the rating 


| authorities all lands except what may be 


termed the curtilages surrounding villas 


| are separately valued. 


| 


IRISH LABOURERS’ COTTAGES—UN- 
EXPENDED GRANTS. 


Mr. O’SHEE: I beg to ask the Chief 


nearly half a century, that a majority of Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
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Ireland if he will state what amount 
remains unexpended in each county of 
Ulster and Connaught out of the Ex- 
chequer contribution of £40,000 per 
annum granted under the Purchase of 
Land (Ireland) Act, 1891, in aid of the 
rates leviable in respect of cottages pro- 
vided since 1891 under the Labourers 
(Ireland) Acts. 


Questions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have communi- 
cated by letter the figures to the hon. 
Member; they are too lengthy to read 
out in the form of an answer to a 
question. 


REPAIR OF IRISH ROADS. 

Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in view 
of the fact that many ot the roads in 
Ireland are in a bad condition and tha‘. 
the labourers are in need of en. ployment, 
he will, in pursuance of his interview 
some weeks ago with the deputation 
from the Limerick County Council, on 
the subject of obtaining an Order in 
Council for repairing and making the 
public roads of Ireland by direct labour 
through the county surveyors, and of his 
communications with the various county 
surveyors and the various councils con- 
nected with that department, now state 
if he will bring the matter of obtaining 
such Order before this House. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I stated to the 
deputation that waited upon me that I 
would direct the Local Government 
Board to forward to local authorities in 
Ireland a draft of a Provisional Order 
which it was proposed to make amend- 
ing the Local Government (Procedure 
of Councils) Order of 1899, in regard to 
the repair and maintenance of roads by 
direct labour. The Board communicated 
with the local bodies on the 6th inst., 
but obviously some little time must 
elapse before I am in possession of their 
views on the subject. A number 
of copies of the draft Provisional Order 
have been sent to the hon. Member for 
South Leitrim for the information of his 


Ce leagues. 


Mr. LUNDON: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman have the Provisional Order 
published in the local papers, as this 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 706 


matter is of great interest to the labour. 
ing classes. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I gave orders that 
that should be done. 


ENNISCORTHY ASYLUM--ACCOUNTS 
AUDIT. 

Mr. FFRENCH (Wexford, 8.) : I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he js 
aware that the committee of manage- 
ment of the Enniscorthy Asylum recently 
passed a resolution complaining of the 
charge of £30 demanded by sealed order 
of the Local Government Board for 
Ireland for auditing the accounts of the 
asylum, although the previous charge was 
only £23 per annum for similar work ; 
and whether, as the committee of manage- 
ment is a committee of the county council, 
the charge for auditing the accounts of 
the asylum should be included in the 
charge for auditing the accounts of 
the county council, which is fixed by the 
64th section of the Local Government 


Act. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, London- 
derry, N.): I am not aware of whether 
the resolution referred to has been re- 
ceived or not, nor can I in such short 
notice state the nature of the details in 
respect of which the increased charge of 
£7 was made. The audit of the asylum 
accounts has always been separate and 
distinct from that of the Grand Jury 
accounts, and was separately charged 
for; and the Local Government Board 
are advised that the 64th section of the 
Local Government Act only alters the 
former practice to the extent of substitu- 
ting the County Council for the Grand 
Jury separate audits, and are properly 
charged for. 


WORKING-CLASS HOUSES IN BOYLE. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the ‘Treasury 
whether he can state the cause of the 
delay by the Board of Works in issuing to 
the Boyle Town Commissioners the loan 
of £1,800 for erecting houses by virtue of 
the Provisional Order obtained last July 
under the Housing of the Working Classes 
Acts, this loan having been sanctioned 
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‘ 


by the Local Government Board; and 
whether he can state when the first 
instalment will be placed to the credit of 
the town commissioners. 


Mr. AUSTEN 
There has been no avoidable delay. No 
application for a loan was received from 
the town commissioners till the 24th 
January. Treasury sanction has now 
been given, and the first instalment will 
be issued as soon as the legal formalities 
are completed. 


ST. MEL’S CATHEDRAL. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury whether he is aware that his pre- 
decessor in office instructed the Board 
of Works to send Sir Thomas Deane to 
make an inspection of and report on 
the ruins of St. Mel’s Cathedral at Ar- 
dagh, county Longford; whether the 
Church representative body refused to 
agree to vest those works as required 
before repairs could be undertaken, and 
will he now give a Return of the corre- 
spondence on the subject. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The statement in the first paragraph is 
correct. The central Church represen- 
tative body is willing to vest the ruins, 
but it cannot do so without the consent 
of the local Church body, which has not 
been given. As I stated on Monday, no 
correspondence has passed upon the 
subject. 


IRISH SOLICITORS AND SOMERSET 
HOUSE APPOINTMENTS. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY : I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General whether, seeing that 
Trish solicitors are eligible as candidates 
for the position of First Division clerks, 
Estate and Legacy, Succession Duty 
Office, and that a number of the selected 
candidates are engaged in the Estate Duty 
Office, Custom House, Dublin, he will 
explain why Irish solicitors who are can- 
didates are examined exclusively in 
English law, part of which, such as the 
law relating to searches and registration 
of title, does not apply to Ireland ; and 


whether immediate steps will be taken to | 
remedy this state of things by examin-| 


ing Irish candidates on the course pre- 


scribed by the Incorporated Law Society 
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'of Ireland at the final examination for 
solicitors. 


Questions. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The greater number of Irish solicitors 
who are successful in the examinations 
for First Division clerkships in the Estate 
Duty Office are appointed to London. 
Only four Irish solicitors are at present 
engaged at the Dublin oftice, and none 
have been appointed to that office since 
1897. It is true that the examination 
for English and Irish solicitors is exclu- 
sively in English law ; but for purposes 
of Estate Duty, English and Irish law 
are substantially the same, and in this 
connection the difference in the law 
relating to searches and registration of 
titles is of little or no importance. 


Mr. O’DOHERTY : Is it not the case 
that Irish tenant farmers pay thousands 
of pounds in these duties ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I 
must remind the hon. Gentleman that 
he is not entitled to argue. 


BALLYBOFEY SUB-POSTMASTERSHIP. 

Mr. BOYLE (Donegal, W.) : I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, if 
he can state how long the position of sub- 
postmaster in the town of Ballybofey, 
county Donegal, has been vacant ; what 
is the reason for the delay in filling the 
position ; and whether the delay is due 
to the fact that the person designated 
for appointment is a minor and a non- 
resident of the town. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
appointment of sub-postmaster of Bally- 
bofey, Strabane, has been vacant since 
the 23rd November last. The reason 
for the delay in filling the vacancy 
is that there were a large number of can- 
didates respecting whose qualifications 
inquiry had to be made. The person 
whom it has been decided to appoint is 
not a minor, and is a resident in Bally- 
bofey. 

AGRICULTURAL RATING AND TITHE 
RENT-CHARGE BILLS. 

Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY (York- 
shire, W.R., Pudsey): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether, in view 
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of his announcement that it is the inten- 
tion of the Government to propose the 
renewal, this session, of the Agricultural 
Land Rating Act, 1896, and the Tithe 
Rent-charge (Rates) Act, 1899, the Bills 
introduced for such purpose will be simi- 
lar in character to the Acts now in force ; 


and at what period during the session | 


does the Government propose to intro- 
duce them. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think it pro- | 
bable there will be a single Bill renewing | 


these Acts. I cannot make any state- 


ment as regards the time it will be brought | 


forward. 


ROYAL ACADEMY—PROPOSED ROYAL 
COMMISSION. 


Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye): I 


beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury | 


whether, having regard to the present 


constitution of the Royal Academy, and | 
the increase in the number of British | 


sculptors, architects, and artists (other 


than painters) since its foundation, the | 


Government will recommend the appoint- 
ment of a Royal Commission to inquire 


into the administration of that body | 
with a view to its reorganisation, and | 


with the object of augmenting the 


number of corporate members drawn | 


from the sculptors, architects, and 


artists of the nation. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No informa- 


tion has been brought to my notice, or, 
so far as I know, to that of any other 
member of the (Government, which 
would seem to justify or render necessary 
the appointment of such a Commission 
as the hon. Gentleman suggests. 

CIVIL 


THE LIST. 


Mr. 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether, 
in regard to the Civil List to be 
voted to His Majesty, it is intended 


to follow the precedent of 1837, and | 
to appoint a Committee to inquire | 


into the amount necessary to support 
the state and dignity of the Crown, 
before bringing in a Bill; and whether 
he will lay upon the Table a Return 
of the 
Estimates of the present financial year 
which are expended either in main- 
taining the state and dignity of the 
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LABOUCHERE: I beg to ask | 


amounts appearing in the | 
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(Crown or in administering or main- 
| taining the Crown Lands. 


| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I propose to 
| follow closely the precedent set in 1837, 
|I am not quite sure I fully understand 
the last paragraph of the hon. Gen- 
tleman’s question. If he will put it 
in another form on another day I will 
‘do my best to answer it. 


MUNICIPAL TRADING, 
*Srr CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury 
‘whether the Government adhere to 
their intention to ask both Houses to 
concur in appointing a Committee on 
municipal trading ; and, if so, whether 
‘long notice will be given, and the 
opportunity afforded for debate. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think it 
would be very desirable the Committee 
should be reappointed, and I should be 
very sorry if the reappointment should 
be the occasion of any long debate in 
this House, especially as the matter 
was debated at considerable length during 
the last session of Parliament. Of course 
it is in the power of hon. Members to 
| prevent the reappointment being made 
| after 12 o'clock at night. 


COST OF THE CORONATION, 
Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: I beg to 
|ask the First Lord of the Treasury if 
/he can say what will be the probable 
| cost of the Coronation. 
| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid 
|I cannot give the hon. Gentleman any 
| information. 


| ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HIS 
| MAJESTY’S MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 


[SixtH DAy’s DEBATE. | 


Order read, for resuming adjourned 
|debate on Main Question [14th Feb- 
‘ruary], “That an humble Address be 
| presented to His Majesty, as followeth— 


“ Most Gracious Sovereign, 


| “We, Your Majesty’s most’ dutiful 
‘and loyal subjects, the Commons of 
| the United Kingdom of Great Britain 
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and Ireland, in Parliament assembled, 
beg leave to offer our humble thanks 
to Your Majesty for the gracious Speech 
which Your Majesty has addressed 
to both Houses of Parliament.”—(Mr. 
Forster.) 


Question again proposed. 


IrisH Lanp ACTs. 


*Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
The Amendment which stands in my 
name on the Paper, and which [| desire 
to move, raises once more for the con- 
sideration of Parliament the Irish land 
question. The importance and vital 
urgency of that question I do not think 
will be challenged by one who has 
any practical acquaintance with Ireland. 
And yet it is true to say that for the 
last two decades there has been no ques- 
tion which has occupied so much of 
the time of Parliament and upon which 
the greatest statesmen on both sides 
of the House have bestowed greater 
pains in an effort to obtain its settle- 
ment. Both political parties have dealt 
with this question, in my own personal 
experience in this House, again and 
and again in turn. All the greatest 
leaders of your two parties have tried 
their hands upon its settlement, and 
as a matter of fact during these twenty 
years—I might even say thirty years— 
measure after measure has been passed 
by Parliament dealing with this ques- 
tion, and yet, at the end of it all, to-day 
you find yourselves once more con- 
fronted by this great problem, upon 
which depends not merely the peace 
and tranquillity of Ireland, but I must 
almost say the very existence of the 
remnant of the Irish race. Let me 
ask at the outset what is the reason 
for this extraordinary failure?) Why 
is it that all the greatest and wisest of 
your statesmen belonging to both parties 
have during thirty years failed in 
their efforts to deal successfully with 
this question ? _Isthe problem insoluble ? 
Does the fault rest with the Irish repre- 
sentatives or the Irish people? No, 
Sir. The answer is perfectly simple. It is 
that upon that Irish land question 
this Parliament has never allowed itself 
to be guided or influenced by Irish 
ideas or Irish opinions. You have 
insisted time and again in forcing | 
VOL. LXXXIX. [FourTH Serizs,| 
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upon Ireland measures dealing with 
this question which the great majority 
of the Irish representatives told you 
were inadequate and unsuitable. The 
programme of the Land League in 
the year 1879—namely, the immediate 
creation of an occupying proprietary— 
was denounced by both the parties in the 
State as a scheme of robbery and con- 
fiscation ; and, instead of it, this Parlia- 
ment forced upon Ireland a system of dual 
ownership—a system of State interfer- 
ence, of the State fixing rents—in spite of 
our protests—a system which Ireland did 
not ask for and which we warned 
them could not settle the question—a 
system which was in itself illogical, 
absurd, and unsound in principle, and 
which I assert to-day, by the common 
consent of all parties and all classes 
in Ireland, has completely broken down. 

I desire at the outset to make it plain 
that Ireland was in no sense responsible 
for the Land Act of 1881. I was myself 
a Member of the House at the time, and 
I well remember that Mr. Parnell and 
the Irish representatives of that day 
refused to vote in favour of the Second 
Reading of that Bill ; and when theSecond 
Reading division was called the entire 
body of the Irish representatives walked 
out of the House and took no part in it, 
and we solemnly warned Mr. Gladstone 
and this Parliament that that measure 
could not provide a settlement of this 
question. Well, Irish opinion was over- 
borne and a measure was in that year 
forced upon Ireland which we did not 
want and whose failure we predicted. 
I say that the history of this Irish land 
question and the fact that it is once more 
casting its shadow over Ireland and 
thundering at the doors of Parliament, 
constitutes the most striking conceivable 
proof of the impossibility of governing 
Ireland, and of the impossibility of deal- 
ing successfully with great Irish problems 
without having some regard to the 
opinions and advice of the Irish repre- 
sentatives and of the Irish people. 

I say that the present land system of 
Ireland has absolutely and completely 
broken down. Is there anyone in this 
House, belonging to any party, either 
from Ireland or Great Britain, who can 
controvert that statement? Let me 
apply to it perhaps the most simple test 
possible. Every class in Ireland is dis- 
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satisfied with the present system. It is 
not merely the tenantry of Ireland, or 
even their representatives, who, seeing 
that under the working of this system 
the property of the people in the soil is 
being confiscated, demand its abolition. 
It is not merely the landlords who come 
here and also declare that their property 
is being confiscated and equally demand 
the abolition of the system. On this 
question there is an absolute unanimity 
of opinion between all classes in Ireland— 
and between landlord and tenant—who 
join in declaring that the present land 
land system, forced on Ireland in 1881, 
has broken down, and are asking for its 
abolition. The administration of the 
present system, likewise, does not com- 
mand the confidence of any class in Ire- 
land. I assert, without fear of contra- 
diction, that the Irish Land Commission 
has absolutely no friendsin Ireland. The 
landlords on the one side, and the tenants 
on the other, equally proclaim their want 
of confidence in the administration. 


A more striking example of this could | 


not possibly be found than what oc- 
curred in this House last year, when 
the right hon. and gallant Gentleman 
the Member for North Armagh, as re- 
presenting the landlords, voted in the 
same lobby with us, as representing the 
tenants, against the estimates for the 
administration of this system. Both 
the landlords and the tenants are united 
in declaring their want of confidence in 
the administration of the present system, 
and both declare that the Land Com- 
mission is partial and inefficient. It 
could not be otherwise ; the task com- 
mitted to the Commission was an impos- 
sible one. The system was an inefficient 
one, and it was utterly impossible that it 
could end in anything else than the 
confessed and admitted failure that has 
overtaken it. 

Let me ask the House to consider what 
the cost of that administration has been. 
In the debate upon this subject in the 
last Parliament the Attorney General 
spoke of the cost of the Land Commission 
as being about £100,000 a year. I tried 
to verify those figures, but I have been 
unable to do so; but I find the estimate 


for the administration of the Commission | 


in 1891 was £136,000, and that the 
salaries, which are charged upon the 
Consolidated Fund, but which must be 
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added to that sum, amount to about 
£16,000, making the estimate for that 
one year £152,000. If you deduct from 
that the amount of £20,000, on account 
of land purchases, it still leaves the cost 
at about £132,000. That is to say, the 
cost of the administration has for the 
last twenty years been considerably over 
£2,500,000 ; but that, after all, has only 
been a small part of the cost. In the last 
Official Returns upon this subject it is 
recorded that there were 328,720 fair 
rents fixed since 1881 upon first term 
applications; and upon second term 
applications, up to last March, 52,396,and 
there were over 60,000 appeals. With- 
out adding anything for the years that 
have elapsed since then, and making due 
allowance for the cases settled out of 
court, there have been no less than 
400,000 law suits tried out in Ireland. 
Now, making a very modest and mode- 
rate estimate of the costs incurred on 
both sides in each of those cases, and 
taking the figure. after having con- 
sulted some of the best authorities upon 
the subject—most’of whom told me that, 
if anything, that estimate was too low— 
taking £4 as the figure for costs incurred 
on each side, there has been £3,500,000 
spent in law costs. That is to say, there 
has been spent in twenty years over 
£6,000,000 of money in carrying out 
this system. For what? The rentals 
of Ireland have been reduced by a million 
and a half or two millions, but in its effect 
upon the country, in its effect upon the 
prosperity of the classes concerned, what 
have you gained by the expenditure of 
over £6,000,000 of money upon this 
system ? Here we are to.day with the 
admitted fact that both landlord and 
tenant are both worse off than they were 
before. After twenty years of this game 
of beggar-my-neighbour going on in Ire- 
land we have both the landlord and 
tenant declaring that they have no con- 
fidence in the system, and that it must be 
swept away. But apart from what 
both sides in Ireland believe, the partial 
administration of this system—and apart 
from its ridiculous and ruinous cost—I 
say the system itself has absolutely broken 
down. 

There are three points of view from 
which it can be looked at. Let me take 
first the point of view—my own point of 
view—of the tenant farmers in Ireland. 
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[ say that this system, which was forced 
on Ireland in opposition to our advice in 
1881, has not alleviated materially the 
condition of the tenant farmers of Ireland. 
It is true that the rental of Ireland has 
been reduced ; but everyone knows that 
during these years the fall in price of 
agricultural produce has been so great in 
[reland—just as it has been in England— 
that it is true, I believe, to assert at this 
moment that the tenant farmer of 
Ireland who has had his rent reduced 
under the operation of the present land 
system is no better off than he was 
twenty years ago, when he was paying a 
higher rent, but before the fall in the 
price of agricultural produce. Under the 
operation of this system we who speak 
in the name of the tenant farmers assert 
that, though the rent is reduced, they are 
still paying rent on their own property 
and their own improvements, and that 
during all these years there has been 
hanging over the head of every tenant 
farmer in the country the menace of a 
lawsuit. The periodical revision of rent 
at comparatively frequent periods must 
naturally have had the effect of interfer- 
ing materially with good cultivation of 
the country. Of course, hon. Gentle. 
men will say that for the tenant farmer 
not to put his best efforts into the land 
for fear that his rent may be raised is 
very wrong and perhaps dishonest ; but, 
after all, we are dealing with human 
nature, which in this matter is not very 
diferent in Ireland from human nature 
in other countries, We know perfectly 
well that when the tenant is coming 
within a few years of the veriod when 
this tribunal in which h_ tas no con- 
fidence whatever is to come again to 
value his land and to assess his rent, we 
know very well that he will not put his 
heart into the work of getting as much 
out of the land as the land is capable of 
producing, and in that way the result 
to the country generally must be bad. 
From the landlord’s point of view how 
has this system worked? We had the 
other day a sentence written by an Irish 
landlord describing what he conceived to 
be the present condition of one of his class. 
He said, “I ama nondescript rent-charger 
hovering about in a state of suspended 
animation.” The real fact of the matter is 
that under the operation of this land sys- 
tem the landlords of Ireland are being 
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slowly but surely squeezed out of exis- 
tence. In those cases in which second- 
term rents have been fixed the reductions 
have been on the average more than 40 
per cent. of the rents as they stood in 1881. 
Everyone knows the difference in the con- 
dition of the Irish and English landlords. 
Whereas English landlords were able to 
bear those large reductions of rent which, 
without the expenditure of six millions 
of money on a Land Commission, were 
brought about on their estates, their 
brethren in Ireland are unable to bear 
those reductions, and they have brought 
ruin to many landlords of Ireland. I say 
that it is beyond doubt or question that 
the third revision of rents, with the proba- 
bility—nay, certainty—which we have 
that, owing to the changed condition of 


‘the world and the means of transit inthe 


world, the price of agricultural commodi- 
ties will not rise, the absolute certainty is, 
in my opinion, that the third revision of 
judicial rents will mean for the over- 
whelming majority of the smaller land- 
lords complete and hopeless ruin. From 
the point of view of the country generally 
[ believe the working of this system has 
been absolutely disastrous. Let me ask, 
What country in the world could 
possibly prosper which was subject to 
this system of periodical litigation ? 
What country in the world could prosper 
when the one great industry which must 
be the basis, after all, of the national 
prosperity is subjected to this ordeal 
of constant litigation and remains in- 
secure and uncertain? The cultiva- 
tion of Ireland has not been as good 
as it ought to have been under a 
proper system, and it is impossible to keep 
out of one’s consideration, in dealing with 
this question, the horrible and heart- 
breaking emigration statistics of the last 
twenty years. 

Mr. Gladstone in eloquent words told 
the Irish representatives in this House 
that the Land Act of 1881 would end 
this chapter of Irish history. He told 
them that it would enable Irishmen to 
live and prosper on their own land; and 
after twenty years working of this system 
what do we find? During these years 
more than a million and a half of the Irish 
people have emigrated from the country. 
That has been a constant and steady drain. 
I succeeded in getting, the other day, emi- 
gration statistics for the year 1900, and 
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it is indeed a disquieting fact that emigra- 


tion in Ireland has commenced to rise | 


again. For the years 1898, 1899, 
and 1900 there has been a steady and dis- 
tinct rise. This one fact alone, that this 
system, instead of enabling the people to 
live and prosper in Ireland, has certainly 
not checked emigration—it has gone on 
as badly as ever in proportion to the re- 
duced population—is, in my view, suff- 
cient in itself to condemn the system. 
English Members sometimes take an en- 
tirely erroneous view on this question of 
emigration. There are portions of Ire- 
land in the congested districts where the 
population has been, owing to the barren- 
ness of the soil, greater than that poor soil 
could support in comfort. Yes ; but it is 
not from those districts that emigration 
has gone on. Emigration has gone on 
from the whole of the country generally ; 


and it is an interesting fact which will | 


interest hon. Members from Ulster and 
other members of the House, that, while 
Belfast has increased in population, the 
population in the agricultural districts of 
Ireland during the last twenty years has 
steadily diminished. This emigration has 
been of the most deadly kind. Those who 
have emigrated from Ireland have been 
people in the prime of life, and surely it is 
a heart-breaking thing for us Lrishmen to 
consider that the proportion of old people 
and of little children is greater in Ireland 
to-day than in any country in Europe. 
The position in Ireland has been all during 
these twenty years that one class of the 
population have been flying away from 
the shores of Ireland, or else remaining 
not contented, but in many eases in in- 
creasing poverty, and that the other class 
of our countrymen—the landlords—have 
been all during this time slowly but 
surely being ruined. Apart altogether 
from every other consideration affecting 
this question, in my view the emigration 
statistics alone are proof conclusive of the 
absolute failure of the system and of its in- 
jurious effects on the condition of the 
country generally. Therefore from that 
point of view this system has failed. Its 
administration possesses the confidence 
of no party and of no class. Its adminis- 
tration has been absurdly and ruinously 
costly and extravagant. It has been par- 


tial and inefficient according to universal 
opinion. It has not benefited the tenants. 
They to-day call out for its abolition. It 
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has admittedly ruined the Irish landlords, 
and they also cry out against its con- 
tinued existence. It has kept Lreland all 
during these years in a state of unrest and 
poverty, and under its operation immi- 
gration has gone on steadily, and for the 
last three years has commenced once again 
to rise. Now, surely no prediction was 
ever so completely justified by experience 
as that of Mr. Parnell when in 1881 he 
declared to Mr. Gladstone that the Act 
of that year could not possibly settle the 
Irish question, and that it was based upon 
wrong lines and unsound principle. 

In what I have said I have been dealing 
with matters about which there is no 
difference of opinion at all. Let me 
come now to the remedy which we have 
been advocating for well over twenty 
years. There, again, | am in the fortu- 
nate position that in principle there is no 
difference between Irish landlords and 
tenants. All Ireland, land- 
lords and tenants alike, demand aboli- 
tion of this system of dual ownership 
and State regulation of rents, and ask for 
the substitution for it of a system of 
occupying proprietary. The only por- 
tion of the Irish land system which is 
working any good in Ireland at all is 
that which is comprised in the Irish 
Land Purchase Acts, I desire to say 
that in my opinion in principle, and 
indeed in intention, these Acts were 
admirable. But our case is that the 
operation of these Acts has been partial 
and so slow that a settlement of the 
question cannot be looked for from their 
operation. After fifteen years working 
under these Voluntary Land Purchase 
Acts, roughly speaking, about 50,000 sales 
have been effected. or, in other words, it 
would take about 150 years by the 
operation of these Acts to settle the Irish 
Land question upon the lines which we 
all desire to see it settled upon. And it 
is remarkable that the Fry Commission. 
which sat quite recently, reported that 
the slowness in the working of the Land 
Commission in this purchase department 
increases rather than diminishes as 
time goes on. Into the precise causes of 
the delay in the working of these Acts | 
do not intend at this moment to enter at 
any length, but I must say this, that in 
my opinion a large measure of responsi 
bility rests upon the [rish Land Commis- 
sion. I believe that the spirit in which 
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they proceed to the administration of | 
these Acts is altogether wrong. Instead | 
of regarding their duty as that of carry- | 
ing out a great national state policy of | 
reconstruction and reconciliation, they | 
act apparently in all these cases in the 
hard and grinding spirit of the money- 
lender. They devote all their attention | 
to the safeguarding of the interests of 
the British Treasury, which was never 
for a single moment in any jeopardy. I | 
remember that my hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for the St. Patrick’s division of 
Dublin asked a question in this House a 
couple of years ago on this point, and 
was told in reply that there were 5,500 
cases where actually the landlord and 
the tenant had agreed as to the price to 
he paid, but where the sale was blocked 
by the Land Commission, and they re- 
fused to allow it to be carried out. 

But while maintaining that the spirit 
of the Land Commission is probably one | 
of the reasons for the slow administration 
of these Acts, I must with perfect can- 
dour recognise that it is not the real 
We know perfectly well that the | 
real reason is that there is a large class of 
Irish landlords who cannot afford to sell 
under these Irish Land Purchase Acts. | 
They are men who are living on a very 
small margin of their rents, and although 
these men know perfectly well that a 
third revision of judicial rents will sweep 
that margin away altogether, still they 
prefer putting off to the last possible | 
moment facing the situation, and they | 
refuse to sell their estates to their tenants. 

Therefore I make the point that no | 
Voluntary Land Purchase system can 
possibly settle the Irish Land question. | 
The success of these Acts where they | 
have been put in operation has been 
enormous and most gratifying. The 
price paid by the Irish tenants in those | 
cases of sale has been on the average 
something like seventeen years and a} 
half purchase. That is the price at 
which the landlords have sold their 
estates. They apparently were satisfied 
with that price, because there was no | 
compulsion to sell if they did not choose 
to do so. The tenants no doubt have | 
reaped enormous benefits, because at | 
that price the tenants have been called | 


reason. 
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the reduced judicial rent which they 
were paying, and the State—and this, 
after all, is a matter of vital importance 
in the question—the State has suffered 
nothing. I believe that the amount of 
money advanced has been something 


d 


|like eighteen millions, and there have 


been, speaking broadly, no arrears. 


The arrears on the eighteen millions are 


a mere bagatelle—so small that they do 
not count at all. 
But the extraordinary part of the 


| situation is this, that the success of these 
| Acts makes it absolutely impossible for 


you to stop there. The very success of 
these Acts makes it essential for you to 
introduce a general scheme affecting 
the whole country. 1: is unnecessary for 
me to illustrate that statement. For 
example, take any parish in Ireland. 
You may find in the centre of that parish 
an estate where the landlord has con- 
sented to sell to his tenants, and under 
the operation of these Acts he has been 
changed from a tenant paying a judicial 
rent into an owning occupier paying 


| instalments for a certain number of years, 


and the instalment he is paying is 30 per 
cent. less than the rent, and all around 
him his next-door neighbours are tenants 
on other estates where the landlords 


‘have refused to sell, and where the 


tenants must continue to pay 25 or 30 
per cent..more. The very existence of 
that state of things prevents the possi- 
bility of tranquillity, rest, and content- 
ment in Ireland; and although it seems 
paradoxical to say so, it is absolutely true 
that the greater the success that has 
attended these Voluntary Acts the greater 
the necessity that there should be a come 
plete system of land purchase which 
would spread all over the country. 
The Government, I notice, have de- 


'clared in the King’s Speech that they 


are going to introduce some Bill dealing 
with these Voluntary Acts. Now let me 


| say at once—and possibly the right hon. 
'Gentleman the Chief Secretary to the 


Lord Lieutenant will not be greatly sur- 
prised when he hears the statement—in 
our opinion, the time has absolutely 
passed for tinkering with this subject. 
We will not favour or tolerate, so far as 


upon to pay, by way of instalments and we can, any further tinkering with this 
to pay the interest on the purchase 
money, some 25 or 30 per cent. less than | 


question. There has been twenty years 
experience of fixing of fair rents, there 
Sixth Day. 
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has been fifteen years experience of 
these Land Purchase Acts, and we 
say that the only solution which can 
settle, or which can give us any hope 
of settling the question must be a great, 
bold, and statesmanlike scheme, such 
as there are precedents for in many 
countries in Europe, for the general com- 
pulsory sale of the land by the landlords 
to the tenants upon terms which will not 
only be just to the tenants, but which, so 
far as we are concerned, will be absolutely 
just to the Irish landlords. I know that 
in proposing to Parliament a scheme of 
compulsion directed at any class of the 
community, it is necessary to show that 
that class will not be unjustly treated. 1] 
do not deal with the general principle 
which is to be found up and down all 
through the legislation of this country, 
namely, that the interest of one particular 
set of men must give way to the general 
interest of the community. I know that 
in all cases where that principle has been 
put in operation the Legislature has most 
properly been very tender to the interests 
of the injured class, or the class which 
might think itself injured, and has taken 
every precaution to prevent injustice 
being done to it. But in the case of the 
Irish landlords the outery which I hear 
about the enormity of compulsory sale is 
ridiculous. Why, the principle has al- 
ready been applied to the Irish landlords. 
What did the Act of 1881 do? It took 
the rents of the Irish landlords and com- 
pulsorily reduced them. That is to say, 
in 1881 the Legislature stepped in and 
compulsorily regulated and reduced the 
income of the Irish landlords, and de- 
clared what was to be the rent-charge 
on the land; and it certainly does not 
seem to me to be a very extravagant or 
unreasonable extension of that principle 
to say that, having regulated and decided 
what a man’s income is to be, you should 
be allowed also to say that the income 
is to be derived no longer from the rent- 
charge, but as interest on land stock 
created by purchase. 

The real question I feel that it is 
necessary to grapple with on this point 


is, Can this system of compulsion be | 


applied to the Irish landlords without 
absolutely ruining them? I believe 
it can, and [ know it can; and I know 


that very many of the wisest and more| ruin of 
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only believe that it can be done, but 


believe that it is the only way to save 


their class. I would respectfully submit to 
the consideration of the Irish landlords 
this fact—every year that passes the value 
of their property is going down. In 
1879 the “robbers and confiscators” 
of the Irish Land League offered the 
landlords twenty years’ purchase of 
In 1886 Mr. Glad- 
stone also made a proposal, which was 
also denounced as robbery and confisea- 
tion, under which the landlords were 
to get as a minimum twenty years’ pur- 
chase of the then judicial rents which 
were lower than the valuation. ‘To-day, 
when this question comes to be settled 
Irish landlords themselves in the opera- 
tion of the Voluntary Purchase Acts 
admit that they consider a little over 
seventeen years purchase of the 
judicial rents quite fair. I respect- 
fully submit to Irish landlords that 
the longer this question remains un- 
settled the less property they will have 
to sell, and from the point of view of 
their own safety and interest I say to 
them that they are unwise in not coming 
in as a body and joining hands with us, 
and seeking to have a great measure 
of compulsory purchase passed upon 
terms just to them as well as_ to 
the Irish tenants. The Irish party are 
constantly taunted with operating on this 
question not for the purpose of bene- 
fitting the tenants or the country, 
but for the purpose of ruining and 
exterminating the Irish landlords. 
Why, Sir, if we cared nothing for the 
general interests of the tenant farmers 
and of Ireland, ard wished only to ex- 
terminate the Irish landlords, all we 
would have to do would be to wait for 
a few years longer for a_third-term 
fixing of the judicial rents, and | 
believe by that process the class of Irish 
landlords would be absolutely ruined 
in Ireland. I repudiate absolutely any 
such unpatriotic and absurd desire 
on the part of Irish Members of this 
House. We look at this question in a 
broader and a more just spirit from the 
point of view of the general welfare 
and prosperity of our own people and 
country generally. I say that we are 
not working for the extermination and 


the Irish landlords, and J 


far-seeing of the Irish landlords not! have no hesitation in saying that if 


Mr. John Redmond. 








out 
Treas 
latior 
finan 
easy 
tenar 
raise 
desire 
count 
of the 
I ma 
my O71 
schen 
is ca 
propo 
lords 
be gla 
and 
and | 
prosp 
Et 
not n 
will n 
and 1 
intent 
also t 
wheth 
just te 
in vie 
relatic 
I am 
the Br 
to be 
Bs.4 
myself 
accept 
that th 
upon t 
of pu 
I will 
of att 
South 
I may 
that if 
to go 
£2,000 
of ruiz 
one co 
to mak 
ture o! 
great vy 
reconci 
is und 
general 
way t 
very we 


this He 

















793 Address in Answer to 


out this great scheme the British 
Treasury choose out of that accumu- 
lation of money due to Ireland over the 
financial relations to make the operation 
easy for the Irish landlords, the Irish 
tenants certainly will not be found to 
raise any serious objection. We do not 
desire to exterminate any class of our 
countrymen, no matter what the history 
of their forefathers may have been ; and 
I may be allowed personally to express 
my own belief and hope that, if a great 
scheme such as | have been indicating 
is carried into effect, a very large 
proportion indeed of the Irish land- 
lords who have been expropriated will 
be glad to retain their houses and homes 
and continue to live in the country 
and bear their share in promoting its 
prosperity in the future. 

I feel that it is necessary to show 
not merely that a scheme such as this 
will not be unjust to the Irish landlords 
and that we have no such desire or 
intention, but I feel that it is necessary 
also to say something on the question 
whether a measure of this kind would be 
just to the British taxpayer. Not that, 
in view of the past history of the financial 
relations between the two countries, 
Iam very tender about the interests of 
the British taxpayer, but because I desire 
to be practical, and I know that that 
is a question which I must address 
myself to if I am to make this scheme 
acceptable to Parliament. Is it just 
that the British taxpayer should be called 
upon to make a fairly large expenditure 
of public money for this purpose ? 
I will not be guilty of the impropriety 
of attempting to discuss the war in 
South Africa on this question, but 
I may, in passing, be allowed to say 
that if the British taxpayer is willing 
to go on paying something like 
£2,000,000 a week to carry on a work 
of ruin, devastation and desolation in 
one country, they ought to be willing 
to make a far more moderate expendi- 
ture of public money in Ireland on a 
great work of peace, reconstruction and 
reconciliation. In this matter England 
is under a deep obligation to Ireland 
generally, and I will say in a particular 
way to Irish landlords. I remember 


very well, in speaking on this question in | 
this House in 1886, Mr. Gladstone used | 
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these memorable words which I take 


| the liberty of quoting to the House. He 


said— 


“We cannot wash ourselves clean and clear 
of responsibility for the Irish land system. 
The Irish landlords were our garrisons in 
Ireland. We planted them there and we re- 
planted them there. In 1641 and 1688 and 
1798 we re-conquered the country for them. 
The landlords were our garrison, our represen- 
tatives, and we have relied upon them as they 
have relied upon us We cannot wash our 
hands of responsibility for their doings or the 
consequences of their doings.” 


I believe, Sir, that that is an accurate 
statement of historical fact, and | believe 
that it will be impossible for this country, 
with justice, to complain of. her re- 
sponsibility or of any burden that may 
be necessary in order to undo the wrongs 
of the past. And may | take this from 
another point of view. What risks are 
we asking the British exchequer to 
undertake ? For my own part I believe 
absolutely none. The working of 
the existing Voluntary Acts goes to some 
extent, at any rate, to prove my point. 
Aslhave stated before, of the £18,000,000 
advanced under those Acts, many of 
these tenants have paid up practically 
to the last farthing, although the price 
at which they bought is greater than 
the price they would have to pay now 
on rents which have again been reduced. 
This policy of repudiation that we have 
heard of as likely to come if Ireland was 
made subject to the operation of a 
great scheme such as | have indicated 
is the merest moonshine. Anyone who 
knows anything at all of the Irish 
peasant knows that what is true of the 
peasantry in other countries is true 
in a particular way of them. ‘The 
master passion in the life of an Irish 
peasant is his love for the land. This 
has driven him often into doing deeds 
quite foreign to his nature; and it has 
driven him into kinds of contests which 
noother possible motives couldhave urged 
him to. It is the master passion of a 
peasant’s life to get possession of the 
land. Oncea tenant buys under a system 
of this kind he ceases to be a tenant 
and becomes an owner and ceases to 
pay rent, and every instalment he pays 
is increasing his property in the land, 
making it more impossible year by 
year that he can ever lose it, and 
making it more certain year by year 
Sixth Day. 
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that he will be able to hand it 
down to his children afterwards. To 
anyone who is at all acquainted with 
the peasantry of Ireland it is the 
merest moonshine to suppose that if 
they get this great boon they would be- 
lie their history by adopting a policy of 
repudiation. All that is wanted is a 
moderate use of Imperial credit, and 
for the reasons I have shortly given 
that Imperial credit ought and could 
be lent to Ireland with the greatest 
possible safety and security. 

Let me draw attention in a few brief 
sentences to the state of public opinion in 
Ireland upon this question. I say that, 
practically speaking, Ireland is unani- 
mous. I am aware it has been stated— 
I do not know upon what authority— 
that the hon. Members for the city of 
Belfast, the Member for the city of Derry, 
and the Members for Dublin University 
are not favourable to such a scheme as 
I have indicated, and | am aware also 
that the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for North Armagh—while I 
believe he entirely agrees with me that the 
present system is wrong, and desires 
to see it swept away, and occupying 
proprietors put in its place—does not go 
the length of saying that there ought to 
be a compulsory system. But there is 
no one else. That means that 95 per 
cent. of the Irish Members constitution- 
ally elected are in favour of this proposal. 
I believe I am right in saying that the 
hon. and gallant Member for North 
Armagh is the only Member for an 
agricultural constituency in Ulster who 
is opposed to us. All the rest, I under- 
stand, pledged themselves in their election 
addresses in favour of our proposal. I 
may be allowed to say that Irish Members 
representing Nationalist constituencies 
have viewed with the greatest possible 
gratification and hope that great move- 
ment which has sprung up in the pro- 
vince of Ulster, and which is led with 
such courage and ability by the hon. 
Member for South Tyrone. ‘The demand 
made by the whole agricultural province 
of Ulster is precisely the demand which 
I desire to put before the House. Let 
me be precise in this matter. I have 
here a resolution passed at a meeting of 
Unionist tenant farmers in the county of 
Tyrone. It says— 

‘‘Inasmuch as the 





substitute of single 


ownership for dual ownership has been de- 


Wr. John Redmond. 
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clared to be the keystone of Unionist policy in 
regard to land in Ireland, we hereby appeal to 
the Unionist Government to carry out that 
policy in its completeness without further 
delay, which, in the present state of discon- 
tent, may be dangerous, and thus restore 
tranquillity and contentment in Ireland by 
— a scheme of compulsory land purchase, 
compelling the landlords to transfer the share 
of the joint property in the soil to the occu- 
piers and tenants—a provision which will 
enable the landlords to hold their mansions 
and demesne lands and to reside in Ireland.” 


That is the demand put forward by the 
whole province of Ulster, with the ex- 
ception of the hon. and gallant Gentleman 
to whom I have already adverted, and 
supported here to-night by the entire 
other three provinces. For the first 
time, since the Union, at any rate, there 
has been a joining of hands upon a 
great principle between North and South. 
I regard that with the utmost. satis- 
faction ; for I have always been one of 
those who hope to live to see the day when 
for all Irish purposes there might be a 
union between North and South, and I 
pray with all earnestness that the fight 
for this great principle into which we are 
now going as friends and comrades in 
arms, and the victory which as comrades 
we are going to win for this principle may 
tend to blot out the memories of a bitter 
past, and may be the harbinger of a 
happy day when North and South, 
Catholic and Protestant, and Presby- 
terian may form one united people work- 
ing for the prosperity and liberty of their 
countrymen. And how does this matter 
stand ? By universal consent the present 
system has broken down. We now make 
a demand, moderate and reasonable in 
itself, which has many precedents in the 
land systems of other countries in Europe. 
We put forward that demand peaceably, 
and by the methods provided by the 
Constitution. We present it to you here 
to-night with the authority of a united 
Ireland—North, South, Catholic, Protes- 
tant, Presbyterian, Unionist, and National- 
ists. | What clinches the whole case is 
this. We put our claim forward in this 
House on the authority of 95 per cent. of 
the Irish representatives. In any con- 
stitutionally-governed country in the 
world such a demand, so put forward, 
would be certain of an easy and an early 
triumph. What would happen in the 
case of a demand of a similarly reasonable 
character put forward in this House in 
the same way and by the same proportion 
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of English Members? But, 
nately, in the past constitutional govern- 
ment has been for the mass of the Irish 
people but an empty name; and the 
union of Irish Members in this House in 
favour of any particular policy, and 
especially of any policy on this land 
question, has always been a certain fore- 
runner of its defeat. The whole history 
of your rule in Ireland has been one of 
concessions made too late, and made to 
violence after having been denied to 
constitutional agitation. We now to- 
night—95 per cent. of the Irish Members 
—make this demand. What will be the 
result ? 

The Prime Minister, in his letter to the 
Member for South Tyrone, said that the | 
Government were not in favour of this 
scheme under existing circumstances. 
Sir, what are the ‘existing circum- 
? Ireland to-day, beyond all 
record in recent times, is peaceful and 
crimeless. Is that one of the existing 
circumstances ? We cannot forget the 
facts of history. We know that not- 
withstanding the Report of the Devon 
Commission, notwithstanding the appeals 
made decade after decade in this House 
by Irish representatives, no redress was 
attempted of the grievance of the Irish 
tenants until 1870; and the Act of that 
year was only passed, as Mr. Gladstone 
said, after the chapel bell had been rung 
at Clerkenwell. We know that during 
the ten years which followed—from 
1870 to 1880—the demands made here 
time and time again by the majority 
of the Irish Members fell upon deaf ears, 
and that nothing was done till 1881, 
when the Land Act of that vear was 
passed after what I may justly call 
the Revolution of the Land League. 
We make this demand to-night. As 
sure as to-morrow’s sun will rise it will 
be granted, and in all sincerity I pray of 
you to grant it now, when it is put for- 
ward, as we have put it forward, under 
the happy circumstances of peace and 
tranquillity in Ireland, and not to wait 
until it is wrung from you, as every 
concession to Ireland has been in the 
past. This Government and this Parlia- 


”? 
stances 


ment have now got the opportunity of 
closing this chapter of Irish history. And 
what a blessed thing the closing of it 
would be! The history of this Irish land | 
question is full of shame for this country | 
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unfortu- | 
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}and full of heart-break and of mad- 
-dening memories for Ireland. It is a 


story of a fair and fertile land depopu- 
lated, of a brave and gentle race driven, 
generation after generation, by an almost 
inhuman persecution, to deeds of violence 
absolutely foreign to their nature. It 
is a story of a people expatriated,. 
scattered through the world, and taking 
with them into every land and every clime: 
the burning memory of their lost and 
ruined homes, and the most deadly 
hatred of your rule. Wise, indeed, in 
my opinion, will be the statesmanship, 
aye, and blessed will be the name of the 
man who puts an end once and for ever 
to this record of human wrong and 
human suffering. For the reasons that 
I have stated to the House, I beg leave 
to move the Amendment standing in my 
name. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) : 
All those Members who remember the 
relations between myself and the party 
opposite during the ten years of bitter 
strife and conflict that took place 
between 1886 and 1895 will doubtless 
feel surprised that I should rise to 
second an Amendment to the Address 
proposed by the hon. and_ learned 
Gentleman opposite. I never rose with 
a greater sense of responsibility, with a 
stronger sense of duty, or with a more cer- 


tain conviction that I was doing what 


was right, that I was asking the House 
to do the right thing, and that I am 
supported by an absolutely united Ire- 
land upon this question. I hope the 
House will allow me before I proceed 
with any argument to brush away a 
matter more or less personal to myself. 
I notice that some of my friends have 
taken the trouble to go scavenging in 
the dust-bin of my old speeches, and 
have published for the edification of the: 
House five or six speeches that I have 
made at different times during the last 
fifteen years to my constituents in South 
Tyrone. I am one of the few Ulster 
Members who ever take the trouble to 
speak to their constituents, and I think 
it would give anyone a great deal of 
trouble to find five or six speeches even 
in fifteen years from any other Ulster 
Member that would bear publication. 
I do not seek to conceal from this House.,. 
and I have not sought to conceal from. 


Sicth Day. 
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the country, that I have been engaged 
during the last ten or twelve years in 
trying to hold back my own constituents 
and those people in Ulster who listen to 
me. I have not been endeavouring to 
push them forward on this issue ; I have 
done my best to restrain them, to hold 
them back. This is a great issue, but I 
never thought until now that the time 
had come to press it. I always had great 
doubts about the magnitude of the 
proposal and what was involved in it. 
| am here to-night, if you like, a convert. 
Ireland has changed, and I have changed 
with it, and it will do nobody any good 
to bring up speeches of the past in which 
I have not so much spoken against this 
as I have endeavoured to hold the people 
back and to get them not to press it 
urgently. 

I desire to place before the House a 
clear record of what has precipitated 
this question, and made it the dominant 
issue in Irish politics. My conviction 
it the moment is that the real reason 
is the utter and irretrievable breakdown 
of the present system of dual ownership 
in the land which was legalised by the 
Act of 1881, due to the maladministra- 
tion of the Land Court. That is a grave 
statement to make, and I have no right, 
and certainly no desire, to make any such 
statement without placing the House 
in possession of the facts upon which | 
base it. 

There are four things which have 
brought this question irresistibly to the 
front in Ireland—first, the treatment by 
the Courts of appeals on value ; secondly, 
the treatment by the Courts of tenants’ 
improvements ; thirdly, the conspiracy 
among landlords and land agents in 
Ulster absolutely to destroy the Ulster 
custom under which the Ulster tenant 
is being robbed of his property every day ; 
and, fourthly, the very success of the 
Purchase Act itself, to which the hon. and 
learned Member for Waterford referred, 
necessitates the House facing this ques- 
tion. 
appeals on value. I was a member of the 
Committee which sat in 1894, and that 
Committee found that there had been 
during the fifteen years that had elapsed 
something like 30,000 appeals on value. 
Those appeals had cost more than 
£1,000,000, and the result had been that 
a quarter per cent. had been added to the 


Mr. T. W. Russell. 
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I take first of all the treatment of | 
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rental. All that has now ceased, and the 
appeals have been made a matter of re- 
ality. Let me illustrate the procedure of 
this Court of Appeal, and I ask the House 
to try to consider the position of the 
tenants who go into that Court. I will 
give two or three concrete cases ; | have 
a score of them here; I have the official 
records, and I am not going to quote any- 
thing which cannot be borne out by the 
documents I hold in my hand. I give 
first of all the case of a tenant in county 
Antrim, named MeCluggage. The land- 
lady was Mrs. Deakin. She served the ori- 
ginating notice to have a fair rent fixed, 
Two Assistant Commissioners, who are 
paid £800 a year each and are experts 
in land values, proceeded to inspect and 
value the holding. These two experts 
fixed the fair rent at £10 10s. An 
appeal was taken. Two Court valuers 
were sent down by the Chief Land Com- 
mission to inspect the holding and to 
value it afresh. They found that the 
Sub-Commissioners were accurate in 
their definitions, and they fixed the rent 
at £10 less. Now here we 
have four expert valuers, paid £800 
a year each by the votes of this House, 
agreeing upon a fair rent for this holding. 
The Chief Land Commission sits and 
rehears the case. Not a single member 
of the Commission knew anything about 
the land; they had not inspected it ; 
they had never seen it ; it would have 
been no service if they had seen it. With- 
out receiving any further evidence over 
and except the evidence of the landlady’s 
and tenant’s valuers, the Court, abso- 
lutely ignorant of the value of the land, 
overruled its four experts and raised the 
rent by 20 per cent., and it gave the 
tenant no reason for its decision what- 
ever. That was a final verdict ; there 
can be no further appeal on questions of 
value. That is a sample case of thou- 
sands in which this Court, absolutely 
ignorant of land values, overrides its 
own experts and raises the rent by 20, 
25, and 30 per cent. without giving the 
slightest reason for it. I submit that 
the House cannot expect a free people to 
consent to be treated in this way. This 
Court must either give reasons for its 
decisions or the tenants will have to leave 
the Court alone. Those of us who 
advise the tenant farmers will have to tell 


them plainly that this is not a place where 
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they can get justice ; that they had better | 
leave the Chief Court and the Land) 
Commission altogether to the evidence 
of the landlords, and let them do what | 
they like ; they cannot do worse than | 
they are doing. That is one case out of | 
twenty that I have in my possession | 
to-night, and it is typical of hundreds, | 
if not thousands. I ask the House to | 
believe that this is not a procedure to be | 
tolerated in a free country. 
Now let me show the House how the | 
question of tenants’ improvements is | 
dealt with ; and here again I only quote | 
from the actual official documents. The | 
House has heard for very many years | 
of the famous Adams and Dunseath | 
case ; everybody has heard of it. I am | 
not going to review the first Adams and 
Dunseath case, but the second. Let me | 
point out what has taken place on this 
holding. It is most interesting to show 
how the best intentions of an Act of | 
Parliament passed by this House are 
ruined the moment the Act goes over to 
Ireland to be administered. Here is a small | 
farmer near Ballymena, in the county | 
of Antrim, who had his rent fixed in| 
1881, and a tremendous fight arose about 
the title to the improvements. David 
Adams went on paying for fifteen years 
the rent fixed in 1881. In due course of 
time he came up to have his rent fixed a 
second time—that is, for a second period. 
In the meantime the Act of 1896 had been 
passed, and the rent of the house, which 
he had had to pay for fifteen years under 
the decision of the Court of Appeal, was at 
once eliminated, because the Act of 1896 | 
reversed that decision and made a return 
to honesty possible. David Adams had 
reclaimed a bog of 16 acres, and the 
Sub-Commission went on to the holding 
and after inspection filled in the form 
under the Act, stating that the original | 
value of the 16 acres of bog land was 3s. | 
per acre, and as reclaimed 12s. per acre. | 
They allowed David Adams five per cent. | 
for his expenditure in capital and labour | 
upon the work of reclamation When that | 
had been allowed there was still a surplus | 
of increased letting value to be disposed of. | 
Now what did the Sub-Commission do ? 
They acted on the hint given in the | 


{21 Fepruary 1901} 





the King’s Speech. 732 
basis. That decision was appealed to 
the Chief Court of the Land Commission, 
which treated Lord Justice Fitz-Gibbon 
just as if he were a noisy land agitator. 
What did the Chief Land Commission 
Court care for the evidence of Lord 
Justice Fitz-Gibbon here or anywhere 
else? They decided that the whole of the 
increased letting value apart from five 
per cent. was to go to the landlord, who 


'had never expended a farthing upon it. 


But David Adams was one of those dour 
Antrim tenants who are not easily dis- 
posed of. He trudged up once more to 
the Court of Appeal, which reversed the 
decision of the Chief Court of the Land 
Commission, and sent it back to the Land 
Commission to fix the rent and to sit 
judicially on the surplus. What did the 
Land Commission Court do?! They 
allowed the tenant 12s., and the landlord 
32s. That was bad enough, but there 
was worse. I make this charge, and | 
ask the Government of Ireland to meet 
it. Here was a decision of the highest 
Court of Appeal, which held whenever 
a surplus arose the Land Commission 
Court must sit on it judicially and divide 
the surplus. I make this charge on the 
authority of the schedule I hold in my 


| hand—that the Land Commission have 


so altered the method of filling up 
the pink schedule that no surplus 
can ever arise in future. What has 
the Land Commission done? The Sub- 
Commission on the form which they 
filled in gave the original value of the bog 
as 3s. per acre, and of the value of the 
bog as reclaimed as 12s. per acre, and the 
surplus value which arose they divided 
between the landlord and tenant after 
allowing 5 per cent. to the tenant for his 
expenditure on capital and labour. But 
what does the pink schedule now bear ? 
It simply states that so many acres of 
bog have been reclaimed ; that 5 per cent. 
is allowed to the tenant for his expendi- 
ture in capital and labour—nothing is 
said about the original value or the new 
value. The decision of the Court of 
Appeal has been, in fact, set aside by a 
trick. These are the things which have 
driven the Ulster tenants to desperation, 
and which the Ulster tenants are not 





Morley Committee upstairs by Lord going to tolerate ; and no cry of traffick- 
Justice FitzGibbon, and divided that | ing with traitors ; no bogey of Home Rule 
surplus value between the landlord and_| will turn the Ulster tenants from the 
tenant, and a fair rent was fixed on this path they have entered upon to-day ; and 


Stath Day. 
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why. 

Let me go on to the Ulster custom, 
and let us see how that has been treated 
by the Land Commission. Now, it is 
under the Ulster custom that the whole 
property of the Ulster tenants rests ; 
destroy that custom, and you destroy 
the basis of their whole property. Why 
do I say that? You may tell me that it 
rests under the Land Act ; but under the 
Act of 1870 the presumption of owner- 
ship of improvements is given to the 


tenant, and the Ulster tenant is excluded | 


from it. And why! 
this presumption of ownership already 
by the Ulster custom. I repeat it most 
solemnly to the House, that, if this 


{COMMONS} 


they will have justice or know the reason | 


Because he had But that is not all. 


custom is destroyed, the Ulster tenant | 


has little further protection under the 
Land Acts. But the most outrageous 
state of affairs that has ever happened 
has followed upon the action of the Land 
Commission. For the advantage of 


English Members, I may say that the | 


code 
in 


is the unwritten 
the tenants 


Ulster 


which 


custom 
differentiates 


Ulster from the tenants in other parts of | 


Ireland. It has come down from the 
days of the old Plantation, and was 
legalised in 1870; and never till within 


the last few vears has any attempt been | 


made to touch it. Indeed, this House 
has always been so cautious in dealing 
with it that when passing Acts of Parlia- 


| the details, 
| show what these landlords are capable of 


ment relating to Irish land we have | 


invariably inserted a provision to the 
effect that nothing in these Acts should 
interfere with the Ulster custom. 
has been done ? 


been settled in the south of Ireland. 
The landlords dare to do things in Ulster 


which they have been cured of doing in | 


the south of Ireland. [An Hon. Mew- 
BER: Disgraceful.] | Disgraceful! What 
the landlords have done in Ulster is dis- 
graceful, and not my recital of it. Under 
the Land Act of 1881 the tenant is 
entitled to sell his holding, and to give 
notice of his intention to the landlord. 
The landlord has the right to exercise 
pre-emption. What has taken place ? 
Does anyone imagine that when Parlia- 
ment conferred that right of pre-emption 
on the landlord it intended that he 
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emption was conferred for the specific 
purpose of guarding the property of 
the landlord. What is taking place 
every day? The tenant desires to sell, 
and he gives notice to the landlord. 
Notice is at once served on the Land 
Court by the landlord that he wants to 
pre-empt. Now what happens? The 
landlord buys at the pre-emption price, 
which is one-third less than the price 
the tenant could get in the open market. 
Then the landlord sells in the open 
market, and puts into his pocket that 
which is morally the tenant’s property. 
What does the land- 
lord further do? The purchaser is 
declared a future tenant under the 
Land Act, with no rights whatever, and 
is entirely shut out from the Land Courts. 
Now, that is not occurring once a week, 


the King’s Speech. 








| 
| but every day, under the Land Act of 


1881. Let us go back to the Ulster 
custom. According to that custom the 
landlord has no right of pre-emption at 
all, and he does not assert that he has. 
We had the other day a very typical case 
of what is going on. It occurred in the 
county of Armagh—TI am not going into 
but will state sufticient to 


doing. A poor woman has three acres 
of land, and you can picture what a 


living she is likely to make of that! The 


What | 
I am bound to say that | 
a great many of these questions have | 


should carry on a traffic in farms ?| Tity. 


estate upon which she lives is under the 
Ulster custom. She desires to sell, and 
gets an offer from a neighbouring tenant 
of £20 an acre for her interest. She 
accepts it, and goes to the estate 
office, where she meets the agent. 
He takes down a map of the estate 
and sees how the one farm _ lies 
into the other. Then he talks about 
|another offer he has had for her farm; 
and in the end he tells her to serve notice, 
whereas under the Ulster custom no 
notice is necessary. Knowing nothing 
about the law, this poor woman serves a 
notice under the Act of 1881, and the 
moment he receives it the agent gives 
notice of pre-emption, and attempts 
|to put the difference between £10 an 
acre under pre-emption and £20 offered 
| to the woman by her neighbour into the 
| pocket of the landlord. [Hon. MEN- 
| BERS: Oh, oh !] I will give my autho- 
One of the greatest Masters of the 


Nothing of the kind. The right of pre-| Rolls Ireland ever had, Sir Edward 


Mr. T. W. Russell. 
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Sullivan, one of the ablest lawyers who 
ever sat on the Irish Bench, said— 


“Speaking for myself,it seems to me that 
the important essentials of the custom are the 
right to sell; to have the incoming tenant, if 
there is no reasonable objection to him, 
recognised by the landlord; and to have a 
sum of money handed over for interest and the 
tenancy transferred.” 


And Sir Edmund Bewley said before the 
Commission in 1898 that the two attri- 
butes of the unrestricted custom are the 
right to hold continuously at a fair rent, 
and the right to sell the holding with its 
improvements to an unobjectionable pur- 
chaser. That is the unwritten code. 
Very well, this poor woman goes to the 
office, and says she desires to sell her 
holding, and had received an offer of 
£20 an acre from a neighbouring tenant, 
which she had accepted. The agent 
took down the map of the estate, and saw 
how one farm ran into the other, and he 
spoke about another offer, and finally 
told her to give notice, although under 
the Ulster custom no notice is necessary. 
What does this poor woman know about 
the law; she is only a poor ignorant 
peasant woman, so instead of going to a 
lawyer she goes to a stationer, and ob- 
tains a notice under the Act of 1881, 
which she serves. What happens? The 
moment the notice is served the agent 
preempts, and he attempts to put the 
difference between the pre-emption price 
of £10 an acre and the £20 per acre 
which this woman has been offered into 
the pockets of the landlord. But, hap- 
pily, the county court was too much for 
him. The county court judge can- 
celled all these transactions, and charac- 
terised the conduct of this man as grossly 
unjust. Now this man is not the agent 
of an outcast like Lord Clanricarde. He 
is the agent of Lord Gosford, the Lord 
Lieutenant of the county of Armagh: 
and if a man like Lord Gosford will allow 
his agent to do things like that, what 
can we expect from the ruck and 
run of Irish landlords? These are the 
things that in Ulster have produced a 
feeling that will not very easily be allayed, 
and the feeling that has been roused and 
the temper to which the people have been 
brought is entirely justified. You cannot 
set Humpty Dumpty upon his legs 
again. The whole thing has hopelessly 


and irretrievably broken down. _ It is | 
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not a disgraceful thing for me to say so, 
but it is a disgraceful thing to the Irish 
landlords who have been mean enough 
to bring it about. 

Let me come now to what I am bound 
to admit is a much brighter aspect of 
this question. Let me come to the 
position of the Purchase Acts. My hon. 
and learned friend opposite said the very 
success of the Purchase Acts had made 
further progress essential. I entirely 
associate myself with those remarks. 
What has happened? During the last 
twenty years we have sanctioned 
£45,000,000 cash and credit for this 
beneficent work, and no one has done 
more in regard to that than the Leader 
of the House. Already £17,000,000 
have been expended, and we have created 
some 50,000 occupying owners out of 
possibly 350,000 tenants. Let us see 
what the result of legislation has been. 
Acts of Parliament for Ireland with re- 
gard to the land question have invari- 
ably had drawbacks. There has been 
no drawback in the case of the Land 
Purchase Acts save in their administra 
tion. The whole result has been en 
tirely satisfactory. Commencing with 
the Church Act in 1869, we have had 
in thirty years seven statutes dealing with 
this phase of the land question. One 
and all have been satisfactory ; no one 
denies that. 


Mr. James Lowtuer (Kent. Thanet) 
here made an observation which did not 
reach the gallery, which was replied to 
in a similar manner by Mr. T. W. 
RUSSELL, 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): May 


we be allowed to hear this dialogue. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: My position 
with regard to the question of the Land 
Purchase Acts is that, with the exception 
of the administration, those Acts have 
been an unqualified success. The people 
who bought are satisfied, and the land- 
lords who sold are satisfied, and peace 
has taken the place of turbulence in the 
districts where these Acts have been 
applied. England has lost nothing, the 
Guarantee Fund has not been called upon, 
and you have made a great experiment 
which will enable you if you choose to 
go forward. But, while that is true, 

Siath Day. 
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there is one result which will certainly 
cause great difficulty. 
referred to the differentiation which takes 
place between the men who _ have 
purchased and the tenants paying the 
judicial rent. Take my own particular 
constituency, where a large number of 
farms have been purchased. You find 


there that men who bought under the) 
Voluntary Purchase Acts at once got | 


{COMMONS} 


‘believes to be a double-dyed 
My hon. friend | 


6s. in the £ reduction, which is the same | 
thing as if they paid 6s. less than the' 


judicial rent which they had been paying 
—that isa very great boon in itself ; but 


‘cannot be 
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traitor, 
enjoying the reward of turbulence and 
disloyalty! Such a system as_ that 
allowed to continue. The 
very success of land purchase invites 
progress. We cannot stand where we 
are; we cannot go back ; we must go 
forward. 4 

I noticed in the gracious Speech from 
the Throne a paragraph which hints that 
if there is timea Bill is to be introduced 
to regulate and develop the system of 
voluntary purchase—a Bill, that is to 


say, to further accentuate the situation 


the Act of 1896, passed by the late Chief. 


Secretary for Ireland, enabled those pur- | 


chasers to extend the term from forty- | 


nine to seventy-nine years, and they get a 
10 per cent. reduction every decade. 
Many purchasers have got the reduction, 
on their first instalment, of 10 per cent., 


and therefore they are paying 8s. an acre | 


lessthan they did under thesystem of judi- 


which I have described. I am too old 
a Parliamentary hand to say, and I am 
not going to say, what I shall do with 
regard to that Bill until I see it ; but I 
feel bound to tell my hon. friend that 


| I fear he is embarking on a rather hope- 
a I 


‘less enterprise. 


cial rents, and ina further ten years they | 


will get a reduction of 2s. more. 
in ten years they will be paying 10s. 
for what the judicial tenant is paying 
20s. 
peace, progress, and prosperity in Ireland 
under such conditions as those. 
will find that day by day, as your Volun- 
tary Land Purchase Acts proceed suc- 


cessfully, you are creating a difficulty | 
will 


which will overwhelm you. You 


It is quite impossible to expect | 
| administration, of people who hate the 
You | 


not get a man to pay 20s. to a landlord | 
for a thing that another man only pays | 


the State 10s. for. 


So that | 


There is only one | 


thing certain in Ireland, and that is bad | 
weather. Seasons will fail to a certainty, | 
for anything against the public interest 


crops will be destroyed, and the ery of 
distress will go up, and then you will 
find that the next plan of campaign 
will take the extremely logical form 
that the judicial rents shall be reduced 
to the level of the terminable annuities. 
That isthe question you will have to face. 
Let me put it even more strongly. The 
purchaser in many cases has been a 
turbulent tenant to whom the landlord 


was willing and anxious to sell, in order | 
/mation in regard to the working of the 


to get rid of the trouble and annoyance ; 
but to the honest tenant who steadily 
pays his rent the landlord has no induce- 
ment to sell. 


Imagine a loyal tenant. 


in Ulster looking over his hedge and | 
seeing his turbulent and disloyal neigh- 
bour—a loyal constituent of my own, 
say—who sees his neighbour, who he | 


Mr. T. W. Russell. 





I believe the intentions 
of the Government in these measures 
of land purchase are of the best, and 
that the House has honestly tried to 
do right ; but what happens is this, that 
the moment a Bill is passed, and obtains 
the Royal Assent, it is sent over to Ireland 
and placed at once into the hands, for 


whole policy, and who believe it spells 
robbery in every line, and who therefore 
do not try to do justice to it with any 
enthusiasm. That is what will happen 
to my hon. friend’s Bill to a certainty. 
Take the Bill of 1896—I will give the 
House a sample of how land Bills are 
administered in Ireland. I asked for 
some information with regard to the 
Land JudgesCourt. I hope I did not ask 


or it would have been as bad as a supple- 
mentary question, but the information 
was refused me, and I have had to 
pick my way in the dark as well as I 
ean. That Court was established for 
the purpose of — selling bankrupt 
estates, but the Court has developed 
into a huge rent office for the collec- 
tion of landlords’ rents by the State. 

In my endeavour to get some infor- 


Court, I have been driven back on the 
Fry Commission. The Fry Commis- 
sion did get some information about this 
Court. I find in the admirable state- 


'ment of Mr. Franks, secretary of the 


Land Commission, one of the ablest and 
most efficient of the land officials in 
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Ireland, that this Court, which was ap- | _ but. 
| some legal technicalities about schedules not. 


pointed to sell bankrupt estates, is draw 
ing a rental of £634,000 per annum, 
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which is being collected by an army of | 
| years the property was sold to the tenants in 


receivers in every part of the country. 
Now a receiver is either a land agent 
of great ability or a barnacle who is 
incapable of doing anything but collect 
rents. I remember well when the Act 
of 1896 was passed. I do not think 
the clause with reference to this matter 


was in the Bill as introduced, and, if I | J I ) 
|a@ quicker and more inexpensive procedure: 


remember right, the moment my right 
hon. friend proposed to apply the prin- 


| should be devised. 


ciple of compulsory sale to these estates | 
the landlords in both Houses of Parlia- | 


ment stood to attention. [Laughter. ] 
Oh, yes, let me say that there was some- 
thing in it, because I well remember 
when we moved for a committee to 
inquire into certain matters the Land 
Judges’ Court was in the reference, and 
it was struck out because the Secretary of 
State for War objected to it. My sus- 
picions were aroused at the time. Mr. 


| the money. 


| have not yet got one penny. 
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sell were made but fell through, owing to 
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being lodged. Mr. Young, junior, then em- 
loyed Mr. H. R. E. Disney, solicitor, to go 
or Toomey and Burton, and after over twenty 


1898 for 164 years purchase, a moderate figure, 
as the valuation was £200 odd, and the 
judicial rents £150 a year. But though the 
bargain was made three years ago, the owners. 
But a bill of 
costs amounting to £388 was furnished against 
them off which Mr. Young got £90 taken on 
taxation. It has taken nearly a generation to- 
effect this sale, at enormous cost, and surely 


Hoping these cases may 
be of use to you, 
“T am, dear sir, 
‘** Yours faithfully, 
“J. R. Dag,” 


But, though the bargain was made three 
years since, they have not got a penny of 
All they have got is a bill 
of costs for £388. I am told now that 
the right hon. Gentleman actually 
believes that Mr. Justice Ross is so hard- 


| worked that it is impossible for him to 


Franks says the property amounts to | 


£17,000,000. The 40th section of the 
Act directed the judges to sell these 


bankrupt estates—or such of them as | 


were subject to the clause for compulsory 
sale. Here again I am driven back for 
figures up to the 31st of March last, 


get on any quicker. We all know Mr. 
Justice Ross, who is an old friend of my 
own. But if he is hard-worked there 
are plenty of other judges with nothing 
to do at all ; and if it is found that he is: 


‘unable to carry out the intentions of 


for the simple reason that I have been | 


refused them up to the present day. | 


What progress do you think they have 
made since 1896?% They have 
the magnificent sum of £269,000. 
do you think the bankrupt estates will 
be disposed of at that rate of progress ? 
I remember forty or fifty years ago 
hearing of the famous suit of Jarn- 
dyce v. Jarndyce, which 
down from remote antiquity. 
was nothing compared with the pro- 
cedure in the Land Court. Here is a 
letter which I am authorised to read to 
the House— 
“ Baltinglass, 
“14th February, 1901. 


“DEAR Srr,—I will mention a case of the 
agony one undergoes in the Landed Estates 
Court. In 1877, my wife’s uncle (Mr. Young) 


sold | 
When | 


Parliament in a reasonable time, why is 
not another of the judges turned on to 
help? I am not blaming Mr. Justice 
Ross, but the system. The Land Pur- 
chase Commission is not much _ better. 
In 1891 my right hon. friend the First 
Lord of the Treasury passed a Bill placing 


| £33,000,000 of Imperial credit at the 
‘disposal of the Irish tenants for the 


had come | 
Why, it | 


purchase of their holdings. But a 


_gveat Department of State, fully manned, 


has in ten years only issued between 
£7,000,000 and £8,000,000 of land 
stock under that Act. When will the 


|land of Ireland be sold at such a rate 


‘of progress? Certainly not in our day. 


I say in all earnestness that the Govern- 


|/ment ought to take instant steps in re- 


gard to this Purchase Department. In 
this country the rule is for Civil servants 


‘to retire at the age of sixty-five, and Sir 


ut the family property at Coravockan, co. | 


Cavan, into Court for sale. The solicitor 
having the carriage of the sale was the late 
Dr. William G. Toomey, of Dublin. He 


Hugh Owen, with whom I have had the 
privilege of serving at the Local Govern- 


/ment Board, retired at sixty-two, when 


carried on the proceedings for twelve or | 
thirteen years, when Mr. Young, senior, died, 

and his son employed Mr. Henry B. Burton, | 
solicitor, to stir up Dr. Toomey. Attempts to | 


he was quite fit for his work. But what 
is the case in Ireland? At the head of 
the Purchase Department there is a man 
of over seventy years of age, a man who. 
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was a clerk in Sadler’s swindling bank in 


the fifties, and who introduced a system , 


of motions and procedure that has hung 
round the Land Commission like a clog, 
and prevented its operation. The other 


Purchase Commissioner, an able and com- | 


petent man, is engaged with the Con- 
gested District Board, of which he is a 
member, and has had to take journeys to 
the West with my right hon. friend 
in order to show him everything. So 
the Purchase Department has been left 
to take care of itself with this old man of 
over seventy. It is not creditable to the 
country that a great Department of State 
should be in such a condition, a Depart- 
ment which requires the attention of the 
ablest and most vigorous minds that can 
be got. 

I may be asked what right has the 
House to apply the principle of compul- 
sion to Irish land any more than to any 
other form of property. My answer is 
that there is an enormous difference be- 
tween the English and the Irish land- 
owner. The English landowner is a real 
owner of property, and lets to a tenant a 
fully-equipped going concern; he gets rent, 
but gives much of that rent back to the 
property. The Irish landlord is only a 
part owner. The tenant provides the 
plant, the labour, the capital to work the 
farm ; the landlord draws the rent, but 
he gives nothing back. The Irish landlord 
has never in the history of the land ques- 
tion done much for the land, but since 
1881 he has done nothing at all, and his 
real position at this moment is that of a 
sleeping partner in this business. He 
draws out of the partnership money that 
it cannot afford. He is really a rent- 
charger and nothing else. In 1881 the 
House said to the Irish landlord that he 
should only have what the tribunals chose 
togive. That wasa great step. It was not, 
atter that, a big step to say that the [rish 
landlord, instead of getting that income 
in the shape of a precarious judicial rent, 
should get it by fixed dividend warrant. 
That is not a great step. The serious 
step was taken in 1881. But let us face 
what I venture to call the real difficulty 
of the situation. If you ask an Irish 
Jandlord why he does not sell under 
the Voluntary Act you will get one of 
two answers. He will say either that he 


cannot afford to do it, or that he is afraid 
of the delays of the Land Commissioners. 


Mr. T. W. Russell. 
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‘I submit that they are both excellent 
reasons. It is not enough to say that 
Irish landlords have taken seventeen 
years’ purchase on the average and they 
are satisfied. The Irish landlord’s reply 
would be that it is only those who could 
afford to sell that have sold at that price, 
and there are thousands who would be 
ruined by selling on those terms. We do 
not get rid of the difficulty by passing it 
over in that way. 

I have made proposals in Ulster. The 
tenants declare that they have paid for 
the fee-simple in excessive rents over and 
over again, but what I have told the 
Ulster tenants at every meeting I have 
addressed is, “ You must consent to pay 
the highest market value for the land that 
may be fixed by a tribunal appointed for 
the purpose. You have no right to ask 
for compulsion unless you are prepared 
to pay a bonus for it.” 1 say—I speak 
for the Ulster tenants alone—let them 
give the full market value of the land, 
plus a bonus of a year’s purchase for 
compulsion, and the tenants will have 
done all that can be asked of them. But 
still the landlord says he cannot afford to 
sell at that rate. His property is mort- 
gaged and charged in every direction, and 
if he sold even at that price he would be 
ruined and have nothing to live on. | 
have never desired to escape the difficulty 
of a situation like that. What I have re- 
spectfully to say to this House and to the 
Irish landlords is that if they want more 
than the value of the land plus a bonus 
for compulsion they must make their 
case to this House ; it is not for the tenant 
to make it for them. They have in 
another place year by year been claiming 
compensation for fanciful wrongs, and 
they have been annually defeating the 
Government as a mere matter of amuse- 
ment in a House which has not the con- 
trol of a cent of public money. They 
must make their case to this House. But 
let me in all sincerity say this: Eng- 
lishmen ought never to forget that it was 
England that introduced this system of 
land tenure into Ireland. They intro- 
duced the principle of landlord and tenant, 
but they were unable to introduce its con- 
ditions as they exist in England. Since 
the day they performed that act this land 
system has been the stupendous curse of 
our country. There has never since been 
a day’s peace, contentment. or hope. And 
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with that system of land tenure you 
planted the Irish landlord. He came with 
power ; he came in the time of the Tudor, 
he came with Cromwell and William ; but 
inall cases it was the same. He was sent 
by England ; he has acted as England’s 
garrison ; he has done much dirty work 
for England. Through all the centuries 
since he came the story has been one 
of rapine and ruin. Why should Eng- 
jand refuse to listen to these gentlemen ? 
Why should England refuse to succour 
her special friends in their day of evil ? 
We are spending, I suppose, £100,000,000 
—chucking it away—because we deem it 
our duty to stand by British citizens 
in the Transvaal. I do not object, but | 
do say that, good as the claim of the Uit- 
landers may be,the claim of the Irish land- 
lord upon England is infinitely stronger 
and better. What did we see in the year 
1898 ? The Government recognised that 
claim in a way that cannot be gone be- 
yond. They passed the Local Govern- 
ment Act. The landlords objected, of 
course ; they saw what it meant ; they 
convinced the Government what it 
meant ; and the Government, seeing that 
the Irish landlords might be hardly dealt 
with by the new rating authority, relieved 
them from their share of the poor rate, 
amounting to between £300,000 and 
£400,000 a year ; or, capitalised at twenty 
years purchase, they gave the Irish land- 
lords £6,000,000 in order that local 
government might have a chance in 
Ireland. They admitted the principle 
that these gentlemen had a_ claim. 
If it were worth the while of England 
to give £6,000,000 in order to secure 
the due working of local govern- 
ment, what would it not be worth 
while to give to put an end to this 
land trouble? Why are we beaten 
in our own markets by the foreigner ? 
Why do we hear so much of foreign com- 
petition ? The farmers of Normandy, 
Brittany, Norway, Sweden, and Switzer- 
land are better educated, if you like ; they 
are more economical; they may have 
smaller families; but the real truth is 
that 80 per cent. of them are occupying 
owners. We simply stand alone in main- 
taining this antiquated system. 

[ tell the Government that from 
this day forward they have a new 
Ireland to deal with. My hon. and 
learned friend is quite right. Ireland 


is unanimous for once, and Ireland will 
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remain unanimous. My hon. and learned 
friend proceeds with this motion perhaps 
from a standpoint different from mine. 
He thinks that this scheme will make 
Ireland independent and her people 
better Nationalists. I do not object. 
I think that by this we should not only 
buy out the fee-simple of Irish land, 
but we should also buy out the fee- 
simple of Irish disaffection ; we should 
end the Irish trouble. [Nationalist 
cries of dissent.] We should end 8&0 per 
cent. of the Irish trouble in achieving 
this great object. That is the reason 
I am here to-night. During the last 
few months I have touched the heart of 
Ulster. I know how in every hamlet and 
townland of Ulster the pulse of the Irish 
tenant is beating on this question. The 
Ulster farmers to-night are looking to 
this House, and they are waiting and 
watching for what the Government are 
going to say. I know what they are 
going to say very well. I know the 
Address must be carried and the Amend- 
ment defeated. No one who has been 


in this House for fifteen years, as 
[ have, has any doubt about that. 
But this debate and this movement 
will live after to-night, and the 
actions of men will be watched and 


scanned and noted. I have no doubt 
as to what will be said, simply and solely 
because I have studied Irish history 
of the last century. What has that 
history been? Take it from the start. 
We destroved the Irish Parliament. 
When we did that we promised Catholic 
Emancipation, if not concurrently, to 
follow almost immediately. We shame- 
fully broke our pledge, and it was not 
until the Duke of Wellington bravely 
told the King that he must either give 
way or face civil war in Ireland that 
the Catholic was allowed to cross the Bar 
of the House and sit on these benches. 
We gave Catholic Emancipation because 
we were not prepared to risk civil war 
in Ireland. Go on a few years more. 
We had a church in Ireland; it was 
the church of the rich and well-to-do, 
but it was supported out of the poverty 
of the poor. Yet we refused to reform 
that church ; we refused to amend even 
the procedure under which the tithe was 
collected, until the soil of large parts of 
the country was reddened with blood 


in the tithe war. Nothing could be 
2H Sixth Day. 
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done until blood was shed. Then take 
the land system. During the forties 
Sharman Crawford pleaded on these 
benches for a Bill of moderation in 
every line, but Parliament and _ the 
landlords scouted it as they have scouted 
or tried to scout every Bill since. 
Sir Joseph Napier, afterwards Lord 
Chancellor of Ireland, from these very 
benches tried to get that Parliament 
of landlords to be reasonable. But no ; 
they had the votes and they threw the 
measure out. They refused the mode-- 
ration of a Bill which was milk and 
water to what has been passed since. 
You passed the Land Act of 1887 and 
disestablished the Irish Church—why ? 
Mr. Gladstone himself said that he 
never faced the Irish problem fairly 
until an Irishman attempted to blow 


up a London gaol. Take the Fair 
Rent Act of 1881. The Duke of 


Argyll has told us that when he joined 
the Cabinet in 1880 no further land 
legislation was intended by the Govern- 
ment. But the bad season came, 
crops wholly failed, there was distress 
throughout the whole land. Then a 
bugle blast was sounded in county Mayo ; 
that bugle blast reverberated throughout 
the United States; the whole of the 
country outside Ulster was covered with 
an organisation, and we had the tale 
of Land League horrors. It was no 
easy task for some of us south of the 
Boyne to try prisoners as I had to do in 
those days; and then after this murder 
and outrage had run its course you 
passed the Land Act of 1881. And 
coming still later down,to the Land Act of 
1887, Parliament at first refused to pass 
it, and what happened? Bad seasons 
came along and the crops failed, and 
the Plan of Campaign compelled the very 
men who said they would never en- 
franchise the lease-holders and who 
declared that they would never touch 
judicial rents to do both by passing 
the Act, because of the pressure from 
Ireland of this illegal action. Aye, and 
we have got now in Ireland local govern- 
ment, and we have had a Pride’s Purge 
of Irish landlords from local bodies. 
And why? Simply because of the pres- 


sure of the Home Rule agitation. 

I have come here to-day to empty 
my whole soul, and I have a mandate from 
the people of Ulster to do it. 


Mr. T. W. Russell, 


This 
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country has tried to do many things in 
Ireland, but it has done right things 
wrongly in almost every case. I know 
we shall get the same answer to-night 
that we always get. We shall get 
a Parliamentary “Never” and a Trea- 
sury Bench “No.” Have not these 
Parliamentary “Nevers” and_ these 
Treasury Bench “Noes” rung down 
the centuries! But they have always 
had to take them back. I second 
this Amendment to-night with all my 
heart and with all my soul. I see a 
new Ireland rising up that will stand 
together for great public needs and 
great public purposes. Those Gentlemen 
opposite may remain Nationalists and I 
shall continue a Unionist, but that will not 
prevent me standing behind them in all 
their constitutional endeavours for the 
benefit of Ireland. I leave this question 
to-night telling the House p'ainly that 
I know what will happen. I pray to God 
that what must be passing in some people's 
minds may not happen. I pray to God 
that Englishmen will not be deaf to 
a constitutional demand, and not wait, 
as they have waited in the past, for 
those methods and those measures which 
many of us have gone a long way to 
combat in the past, and which no one 
who knows Ireland can look forward 
to with anything but horror in the fu- 
ture. I ask this great assembly to 
look at this question and to think it out, 
and I am certain that the more states- 
men consider it and the more politicians 
look into it they will see that it is the only 
fair, rational, and reasonable way. Try 
for once, I beg of you, to get to the heart 
of the Irish people. 


Amendment proposed— 


“At the end of the Question, to add the 
words, ‘But we humbly represent to Your 
Majesty that the administration of the Irish 
Land Acts is not satisfactory to any class of 
Your Majesty’s subjects in Ireland, and that 
the only permanent solution of the Irish Land 
Question must be found in a measure pro- 
viding for the general and immediate creation 
of an occupying proprietary by the establish- 
ment of a system of compulsory sale and 
purehase.’”—(Mr. John Redmond.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 

be there added.” 
Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
| E.): The duty of replying in this debate. 
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so far as this bench is concerned, will 
necessarily and properly fall on the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland; but I suppose 
the House will expect, after the two long, 
able, and eloquent speeches to which the 
House has listened, that somebody should 
immediately rise and express the views 
of the Government upon the Amend- 
ment before us. 


My hon. friend who has just sat down 
began his speech by making a defence 
of himself against attacks which, I sup- 
pose, he anticipated that we were going 
to level at him. He seemed to think we 
should rake up his old speeches to find 
in his past utterances arguments against 
his present convictions. My hon. friend 
need have no fear as far as I am con- 
cerned. I am pertectly certain my hon. 
friend in every word he has said is ani- 
mated by a perfectly sincere and single- 
minded desire to benefit his constituents 
and the country of his adoption ; and 
not a single svllable that may fall from 
me will impute, directly or indirectly, 
any motive to my hon. friend of which 
he need be ashamed. I may be allowed 
to say, however, that I could have wished 
my hon. friend had used less of that par- 
ticular kind of rhetoric which seems al- 
most inseparable. I regret to say, from 
the discussion of Irish questions by Irish- 
men. Eloquence we are sure to have; 
ability is seldom wanting ; but I do con- 
fess that when I hear history ransacked, 
and the truth of history violated, in order 
to press in favour of some course which 
seems practicable to hon. Gentlemen, 
and the ald bitternesses revived, going 
back I know not how many centuries to 
find some charge against this country, I 
am too much accustomed to the methods 


of hon. Gentlemen opposite to complain , 


of it, but I am sorry that my hon. friend, 
while he has conscientiously joined him- 
self with them on this occasion for one 
particular purpose, has so far followed 
their familiar style and metaphor. 

I would only choose out of the historical 
or quasi-historical tales of my hon. friend 
two illustrations of my meaning. He 
talked of the injury inflicted upon Ire- 
land by the introduction of the land 
system in Ireland. He really spoke as 
if before the English immigration Ireland 
was some kind of agricultural and rural 
paradise, with an admirable system of ; 
land tenure. in which landlord never 
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quarrelled with tenant nor tenant with 
landlord, and which he persuaded him- 
self was a country entirely occupied by a 
happy peasantry. If my hon. friend 
will look back on the tribal system which 
preceded the English invasion and immi- 
gration into Ireland I think he will see 
that whatever romantic colours that 
system may possess, it was not a system 
of land tenure of which we may say that 
it was more perfect than the system 
which succeeded it. After all, the land 
system in Ireland has, as everybody 


'admits, been a bad system. Probably 
it never had a fair chance. A system 
founded upon confiscation and recon- 


fiscation does not often have a good 
chance. That, unhappily, has been the 
Irish system. But do not let us imagine 
a past which had no existence, or suppose 
that, before the affairs of Ireland were 


'meddled in by this country Ireland was in 


a happier condition than she has sub- 
sequently been. I skip over the cen- 
turies rapidly. The last charge my hon. 
friend made against this House was that 
we, his own colleagues, the Government 
of which he was a member, brought 
forward a Bill which they subsequently 
passed for local government in Ireland. 
Did my hon. friend blame his colleagues 
Did he suppose for a 
moment that we could be animated by 
any other desire than to fulfil pledges 
over and over again given by the party 
to which he and I belong, animated by a 
desire to see Ireland on an equality with 
England and Scotland. in an important 
element in national life? Did he give 
us credit for that ? Not a bit of it. We 
were animated by fear and by fear alone. 
I tell him, so far as I ain concerned—— 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: My right hon. 
friend has unintentionally misrepre- 
sented me. My point was simply this: 
that the Government of the day during 
the bitterness of the Home Rule strife 
did give undertakings on every plat- 
form in England with regard to local 
government that, in my belief, they 
would not have given but for the extra- 
ordinary pressure of the Home Rule 
movement; and most assuredly that is 
the ground taken when we explain 
things in Ireland. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
House will recognise that my hon. 
2H 2 Sixth Day. 
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friend’s explanation shows that the 


{COMMONS} 


version I gave of his words does not | 


misrepresent him. I say that for my part 


—I cannot speak with the same absolute | 


assurance for the motives of all my col- 


leagues, but I believe for all my colleagues | 


the one object we had was to introduce, 
under conditions applicable to the case 
of Ireland, similar local liberty to that 
which we had given in the case of England 
and Scotland. That is my answer to 
the rhetorical part of my hon. friend’s 
speech. 

I confess, too, I listened with the pro- 
foundest regret to my hon. friend’s 
attacks on the administration of the 
courts of law in Ireland. I am sorry 
my hon. friend lent himself to this 
method of Parliamentary controversy. 
He has, by his important example, given 
strength to a method of attack which | 
think this House ought to be quick to 
resent. Those who are entrusted with 
the difficult, the almost impossible task 
of adjudicating or umpiring between 
landlord and tenant in Ireland surely 
ought not to have that task made more 
difficult by the violent diatribes indulged 
in by my hon. friend. My hon. friend 
mentioned a case in which the verdict 
of the Sub-Commissioners and the Court 
valuers had been set aside by the Court 
of Appeal. I have no doubt there have 
been such cases. Are there not to be 
such cases ! 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: The Morley 
Committee found that there have been 
hundreds of cases. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My right hon. 
friend the Chief Secretary,who of course 
knows the facts better than ! do, believes 
that the average variations between the 
rents fixed by the Court of Appeal and 
those fixed by the Sub-Commissioners 
may amount to about 4 per cent. | 
suppose the Court of Appeal exists for the 
purpose of revising certain findings of the 
lower Courts. If it does not exist for that 
purpose I know not for what purpose 
it exists. Surely it is not a condemna- 
tion of the Court of Appeal that they 
have made this variation of } per cent., 
but a high tribute to the action of the 
valuers and the Sub-Commissioners that 
the amount of the variation which the 


Court of Appeal has made is not more | 


than }$ per cent. 


Mr, A. J. Balfour. 
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press that part of the case further ; it will 
be dealt with by my right hon. friend. 
I mention it in order to deprecate a 
method of controversy which I am sure 
is not in the public interest, which may 
do little harm in this House, but which, 
if carried by my hon. friend into the more 
inflammable fields of Ulster, will do 
collateral injury both to Ulster and to 
the whole community, which I think he 
may have some cause ultimately to 
regret. 

As I do not wish to detain the House 
long, I will pass over what I will call the 
similar rhetoric or parallel rhetoric of the 
hon. Gentleman who moved the Amend- 
ment. My hon. friend, like him, was 
not content to argue the question of com- 
pulsory purchase in Ireland without a 
long and animated passage upon the 
subject of Irish emigration. I confess | 
see no connection between the two sub- 
jects. I know that Irish emigration is 
a familiar topic with hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, but I hope that when they use 
it they will use it fairly. If they put it 
down to the British Government as a 
crime that, under the rule of this House 
and of Parliament, since 1845 the Irish 
population has very largely diminished, 
we should get credit for the fact that in 
the previous fifty years it had very largely 
increased. [Cries from the Nationalist 
benches of “No.”]| Why not? The 
truth is the Irish population is now in- 
comparably more prosperous, more 
wealthy, and better off than it was at 
the time of the Union. The population 
is roughly about the same, and the dimi- 
nution of the population which occurred 
inthesecond half of the century just closed 
has only done away with the effects of 
the increase of population which took 
place before 1845; and therefore | 
would suggest, in the interest of logic if 
not of rhetoric, that we should be given 
credit for the increase of population if we 
are to be saddled with the discredit of the 
decrease of population. I pass from 
these subsidiary themes, which occupied 
a very considerable part of the two 
speeches to which we have listened, to 
what [ understand to be their funda- 
mental essence. Both hon. Gentlemen 
said you must have some great scheme 
of compulsory purchase, because the 
Land Act of 1881 has proved to be a total 


But I do not wish to | and disastrous failure. 
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Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: The adminis- | provements could be introduced into this 


tration. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
Gentleman opposite went much further 
thanthat. He saidthat the Land Act of 
1881 was essentially false in principle, 
and was forced upon the Irish people 
against their will by Mr. Gladstone. 
hon. Gentleman boasted that he and his 
friends went out and did not vote for the 
Bill. I did better, because I stayed in and 
voted against it. I have never been, and 
am not now, an advocate of that measure. 
I believe that in principle it is indefen- 
sible, and in practice impossible to carry 
out effectually ; and if you had angels 
from heaven as Sub-Commissioners, and 
archangels for your head Commissioners, 
it isinconceivablethat you would be able 
to satisfy both parties to the suit—- 


The | 


| 
| 
( 
| 
| 


Land Commission administration until 
he saw a scheme brought forward by the 


The hon. | Chief Secretary for Ireland. 


Now what is the next stage of the argu- 
ment brought forward? It is this— 
that, just as the Land Act of 1881 has 
been a total, complete, and disastrous 
failure, so the very success of the Purchase 
Acts is a reason for carrying them further 
by compulsory operation. The failure of 
the Land Act, and the success of the 
Purchase Acts, are the two pillars on 
which the mover and seconder of the 
Amendment rest the whole of their case. 
I wonder how far we are to accept that 
statement. My hon. friend says that at 
one end of an estate there may be a tenant 
who has purchased his holding, and one 
who has got his rent lowered, and at the 
other end of the estate a tenant who 


tenants who want their rents reduced | wishes to purchase, but who is not 


and landlords who want those rents 
maintained. It cannot be done. 
system, undoubtedly, is a system from 
which friction is inseparable, and, ad- 
minister it as you will, it never will lead to 
a final or satisfactory result—that at least 
is the opinion | have always held, which 
I have never concealed, and which I have 
acted upon whenever the opportunity 
occurred to me. My hon. friend said 
that all the Acts which we pass for Ireland 
are ruined by mal-administration in 
Ireland. When he brings that forward 
as a reason for his proposed Land Pur- 
chase Bill, how does he propose that his 
Bill is going to be administered? Is 
there not going to be Irish administra- 
tion? Will there not be the same difti- 
culties as surrounded the Land Acts ? 
Will it not be destroyed by the same 
sinister influences of which he speaks in 
regard to other Acts ? 


The | 


| allowed to, and whose rent remains the 


same. How, he asks, can those men 
remain side by side without there being 
discontent ? That surely is a reason 


'against this House ever trying to give 


| 


I am afraid that | 


if Irish administration ruins every Irish | 


Act, that is a good argument against us 


passing any scheme at all; we ought to | 
despair, and abandon all legislation. 1 | 


do not agree with my hon. friend. It is 
perfectly true, and it has never been 
denied, that there is a natural tendency 
in all Courts of law to fence round their 
proceedings with very technical and very 
subtle safeguards ; they think more of ab- 
stract equity than of rapidity of business 
and convenience of suitors. 


friend was perfectly right when he de- 
clined to pass a verdict as to what im- 


' 
| 
| 
| 


My hon. | 


anything to any class in Ireland. My 
hon. friend seems to think that all would 
be put right if you passed a Compul- 
sory Land Purchase Act, because all the 
tenants would be on an equality. What 
is going to happen to the labourers ? 
Precisely the same class of argument 
would be brought forward. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL : 


not dual owners. 


No ; they are 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My _ hon. 
friend argues that you should spend 
£140,000,000 to put all the landholders 
on an equality. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: 
£100,000,000 would do it. 


No; 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: We will not 
quarrel about the sum ; we will split the 
difference and eall it £120,000,000. 
He now proposes to give £120,000,000 
of English credit—— [NATIONALIST 
Members: Not English credit.] Well, 
British credit. [Hon. Mempers: Irish 
credit. | 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I do not 
understand the phrase “ British credit.” 


Sixth Day. 
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Mr. BALFOUR: I do not know how 


much of the advantages universally 
admitted to belong to English credit 
may be due to the contribution of 
Ireland. ‘That is a point which can 
hardly be tested until Ireland goes 
to the market and borrows for itself. 
I am not sure that the result would 
be financially satisfactory. But we 
need not go into that bypath of the 
argument. What I am trying to point 
out is that my hon. friend proposes to 
spend £120,000,000 of British credit for 
the benefit of a particular class in Ireland. 
On his own showing other classes will 
gain nothing from that large expendi- 
ture. The labourers will lose heavily 
by the expropriation of the landlords. 
{Hon. Members on Irish Benches: No, 
no: | Well, in my opinion they will lose 
heavily. and they will come to us and 
say, “ Does British credit exist only for 
the Irish tenant? Are we to have 
nothing out of it?” And my _ hon. 
friend, for anything I know, when 
that day comes, may stump Ulster 
from one end to the other, as he has 
been recently stumping it, and he may 
use his great gifts to agitate the pas- 
sions of another class. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I have not 
agitated the passions of any class. The 
right hon. Gentleman has given, in the 
last twenty vears, £45,000,000, and 


never mentioned the labourers. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is the 
point. We think that it is possible, 


practicable, that it is not unjust and im- 
politic, when we can, to benefit certain 
members of a class without necessarily 
saying that every member of that class 
is to have the same benefit. We have 
not done that in England, but no doubt 
it is perfectly true that in Ireland the 
benefits of our land purchase system 
went to some and not to others of the 
same class. We think that is fair. 
We think that all should have these 
opportunities, and if we cannot give 
them to all why should we not give them 
to some rather than none? My hon. 
friend says that is a wrong system. I 
say the same argument would be put 
forward by him or his successors if we 
were to benefit the whole of Ireland 
except the labouring class—born of the 
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same parents—if we were to deprive 
them of all these benefits. But my hon, 
friend is not consistent in the policy he 
proposes, for that policy, if logically 
carried out, would go much farther 
than he supposes. I ask the House to 
observe what has taken place in Ireland. 
Both. hon. Gentlemen have admitted 
that the Land Purchase Acts are working 
well. That was one of their arguments 
against the Acts, though it might sound 
rather paradoxical to say so. But the 
fact is true. I believe my hon. friend 
has understated the actual amount 
which has been expended under those 
Purchase Acts. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: You would not 


give me the Return. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not get 
this information from the Chief Secre- 
tary, and he must not be held responsible 
for it; but I am informed that, roughly 
speaking, 24 million acres of land have 
been transferred from the owners to the 
occupiers up to the present day—that is, 
about a tenth of the whole soil of Ireland. 
I also believe that the value of the owners’ 
interests transferred—which | ought to 
mention is somewhat different from the 
amount advanced for land purchase—is 
somewhere about 24 millions sterling ; 
and that the number of proprietors 
actually created is between 58,000 and 
60,000. I call these very great results, 
and they are results which have taken 
place under the system of voluntary 
purchase. Has anybody thought out 
in his own mind what would be the 
result of a compulsory system? Has 
any country ever tried to expropriate at 
the cost of £120,000,000 a whole class ? 
[A Vorce: Prussia.] No; Prussia did 
nothing of the kind. Such an experi- 
ment in legislation has never been tried 
in any part of the world ; and I think it 
would be a most difficult and dangerous 
experiment for any Government or any 
country, however powerful or rich, to 
try, and it would not be the rapid 
coup de grace to the landlord system 
which the hon. Gentleman supposes. 
You cannot take a sponge and wipe out a 
class like that. Questions of title, ques- 
tions of value for the whole of Ireland, 
would have to be settled before the 


operation would be completed ; and I am 
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not aware that there is any ground for | 
supposing that these questions of title 
or value would be more easily or rapidly 
settled when we are dealing with com- 
pulsory purchase than they are settled 
when we are dealing with voluntary 
purchase or the fixing of fair rents. 

But that is not all. We have bran- | 
dished in our faces the fact that for once 
Ireland is agreed—that righteousness 
and peace have kissed each other in the 
persons of the hon. Gentleman the) 
Member for South Tyrone and the hon. 
Member for Waterford. But for what 
object have they joined? They have 
joined for an object which may be, and 
in my view land purchase is, a very 
estimable object so far as Ireland is con- 
cerned ; and which is, in fact, a demand 
upon Great Britain by Ireland of a 
perfectly unexampled magnitude. They 
are asking us to do that which Ireland 
herself could not and would not dream 
of doing. [An IRIsH MeMBerR : You have 


got our money—pay it back.] We are 
told that. though Britain lends her 
credit, she gives nothing more; she 


runs no risk ; the money is there to be 
paid, and the mover of the Amendment 
said that we might be absolutely confi- 
dent that no peasant proprietor in any 
part of the world would be so reckless 
of his status as to risk it by not paying 
the instalments ; and that what was true 
of peasant proprietors in every part of 
the world was especially true of peasant 
proprietors in Ireland. [ fully admit 
that peasant proprietors in Ireland have 
paid admirably. I had vaguely in my 
mind the old debates of the Land Pur- 
chase Bill which I introduced in 1891 ; 
and I asked tor Hansard. and though I 
have not been able to look over the 
three days discussion of the Bill, I have 
looked through enough of it to see that | 
this view of the Irish tenant is entirely | 
new on the benches opposite. The 
Front Opposition Bench unanimously 
opposed even the modest scheme of land 
purchase which I then introduced. Hon. 
Members below the gangway also opposed 
it ; and they not only opposed it, but gave 
their reasons; and among the reasons 
by which they endeavoured to convert | 
the then House of Commons against land 
purchase was that practically at the 
word of their leaders the Irish pur-| 


éhasers would refuse to pay their instal- | 
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ments, and that the task of this country 
in enforcing these payments would be an 
absolutely impossible task. There are 


/many extracts which I might quote ; but 


I will read only one. It is from the 
speech of the hon. Member for East 
The hon. Member asked— 


“ How can the Government, having made an 
advance to 100,000 tenants in Ireland, propose 
to face a plan of campaign against the pay- 


| ment of it, backed by a universal system of 


boycotting farms ; how could you evict 40,000 
or 50,000 tenants, and where would you get 
The man who would take an 
evicted farm would have to face the accumu- 
lated hatred now divided between the land- 
grabber and the Irish informer.” 


And soon; andsoon. The whole point 
of the Member for East Mayo in that 
speech was that even our humble and 
moderate proposals, with special securi- 
ties, nevertheless carried with them so 
great a danger to the British taxpayer 
that this House of Commons would be 
mad if they accepted the Bill. Who has 
changed since then? Is it the Irish 


peasant, or the Irish Leader ? Somebody 
must have changed before the hon. 


Member who moved the Amendment 
could find it in his heart to say that the 
idea of repudiation of their obligations 
by the Irish tenants was an impossible 
contingency. My own view is this, that 
the Irish purchaser is essentially and 
fundamentally anxious to be honest. 
I fully believe that, and I think ex- 
perience has shown it to be so. But if 
this country pledged its credit to the 
extent of £120,000,000 or £130,000,000 
for the Irish tenants all over the country, 
and if it then suited the Irish Leaders to 
take up the line suggested by the hon. 
Member for Mayo eight years ago, 
the question whether in the face of 
what would be presented to him as 
the cause of patriotism and country 
you could then trust the Irish 
peasant never to repudiate his en- 
gagements, offers a subject tor very 
grave reflection if the time should ever 
come when a Government in this House 
contemplated calling upon the people of 
this country to make so great a sacrifice. 

For these and many other reasons, 
which I will not weary the House by 
recounting, I think the course which 
we have embarked upon is the course 
we ought to pursue. That is to say, 
purchase ought to be encouraged and 
Stath Day. 
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facilitated in every way, but it should 
be voluntary. The trammels and diffi- 
culties which undoubtedly exist in the 





present system we may remove by 
judicious legislation. But let us not 
be precipitate—let us not plunge into 
wild, chimerical schemes unexampled 


in the history of the world, carrying in 
their train, it may be, evils which we 
cannot foresee. I do not suppose, as my 
hon. friend said, that this debate will close 
this chapter of the Irish land question, 
but I think the dangers | have signalised 
will always rise menacingly before the 
eyes of any Administration which en- 
deavours to grapple with this great 
problem on the lines of my hon. friend. 
We have fresh in our mind the lesson of 
1891. We know that then the same 
Opposition which we have before us 
now, anxious, I believe, then as they 
are probably now to promote land pur- 
chase, nevertheless could not make up 
their minds to accept even the humble 
instalment of £33,000,000 which I then 
proposed. If they had then the country 
behind them in opposing such a measure 
as that, fearing that it would imperil our 
credit, even in a prosperous time when 
no great strain existed upon the country’s 
finances—if that be so in ordinary times, 
what chance has such a proposal at the 
present time, when a great and costly 
war is being waged beyond the seas, 
when the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
has problems presented to him of far 
greater difficulty and complexity than, 
happily, a British Chancellor of the 
Exchequer in ordinary times has to face ? 
Nay, I cannot imagine a contingency 
under which the people of this country 
would willingly use their credit as my 
hon. friend proposes. I am certain we 
should be regarded as lunatics at large 
if we made any such proposal under the 
existing circumstances ; and, that being 
so, I think I may appeal with confidence 
to all those on this side of the House 
who rangethemselves among the followers 
of the present Government, on what is 
equivalent to a vote of confidence at the 
very beginning of the first session of this 
Parliament, not to show that they have 
so little appreciation of the essential and 
proper conduct of Parliamentary affairs, 
even at such a time when we are carrying 
on the gigantic task which we have taken 
in hand, as that we failed to obtain their 


Mr, A. J. Balfour. 
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confidence. I believe that the support 
I ask for will be given by the great 
majority of this House, not simply on the 
ground that this is a vote of confidence, 
but because the vast and imaginative 
schemes advocated by my hon. friend 


carry with them dangers so great and so. 


obvious that no wise Administration 
could be conceived as adopting such 
chimerical legislation. I trust that my 
hon. friend will feel that, when I say this, 
I have not a word to say against the 
general principle of land purchase. 
I have always believed in it as the true 
solution of the land question. I be- 
lieved in it in 1881, in 1885, in 1891, and 
again in 1896, and I believe in it still as 
firmly as ever; but let us aim at that 
great end by means which are in them- 
selves practical and just, and which do not 
carry in their train the manifold dangers 
which any alternatives necessarily possess 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I have occu- 
pied a seat in this House for close upon 
fifteen years, and I have never heard 
the right hon. Gentleman in what is 
familiarly called worse Parliamentary 
form, because, in my opinion, he has 
made no case whatever in reply to the 
powerful and cogent arguments which 
came from both sides of the House. If 
proot were wanting of that allegation, 
I find it in the almost pathetic manner 
in which he turned round to the Ulster 
Members, who ordinarily support the 
Government, and begged of them to 
treat this question not upon its merits, 
and not upon the interests of the Irish 
tenants, but as a vote of confidence in 
the Government. 

There are but one or two observations 
with which Iwill detain the House after 
the speeches made by the Chairman of 
the Irish party and the hon. Member 
for South Tyrone. With regard to the 
hon. Member for South Tyrone, we 
have nothing to say, except that we 
cordially weleome him as a champion 
of the Irish tenants’ cause, and that he 
has at last realised the insincerity of the 
landlords for whom he so often pleaded. 
We have, however, to enter our protest 
against the utterly uncalled for way in 
which the hon. Member denounced the 
tenants of the south and west of Ireland 
as dishonest. The tenantry there were 
dishonest because they agitated and 
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forced the landlords of other portions 
of Ireland to grant those measures of 
justice and fair play which the Members 
for Ulster had not the courage or the 
straightforwardness to go for. This 
charge of dishonesty, whether it comes 
now from the hon. Member for South 
Tyrone, or as it came twelve or fifteen 
years ago, is uncalled for, unjust, and 
mendacious. The tenants in those por- 
tions of Ireland where there has been 
agitation have always discharged their 
obligations as honestly as the tenants 
the hon. Member took under his patron- 
age. What attitude are the Ulster 
Members going to take with regard to 
this important question? That, to my 
mind, is the crux of the question. Are 
they going to shelter themselves behind 
the appeal of the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury that this is a vote of want of con- 
fidence! They may perfectly well sup- 
port the motion, if they are in earnest. 
The Government will still have a sufficient 
majority. The plea that by doing so 
they would embarrass the Government 
will not avail them withtheirconstituents, 
for the embarrassments and difficulties 
of Governments are of no concern to 
the struggling tenant farmer who has 
been unfairly treated by his landlord. 
The hon. Member for South Tyrone 
made a statement in the course of his 
excellent speech with regard to the 
amount of tenant right in Ireland, and 
with regard to the general conditions 
of land tenure there, but he did not go 
quite far enough, for with regard to the 
question of improvements made on the 


soil, houses built, lands fenced and 
drained, and general improvements, 


beyond all doubt if justice were done 
the value the landlord would get would 
be prairie value, as John Bright said in 
a memorable speech many years ago. | 
think it is permissible to call attention 
to a remarkable statement made by a 
Member of the Unionist Government 
on the question of the relative share of 
the property in the soil owned by the 
landlord and the tenant. Lord Cowper 


spoke on this question in the other 
House some years ago, and when defend- 
ing a measure said that, with one or 
two exceptions, until recently the land- 
lords did not make improvements on 
the land, and that when the tenants 
made them the rents were immediately 
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‘raised. He attributed the present con- 
dition of Ireland to the fact that the 
landlord class in Ireland, who were in 
other respects admirable—I have no 
doubt they are admirable _politically— 
had in many instances been bad _ land- 
lords. When Lord Cowper made that 
statement I thought it a remarkable 
statement. It is one which fully justifies 
the attitude taken up by the tenants’ 
advocates on these benches, and that 
is, that, taking the average valuation of 
Irish land at 11s, 6d. per aecre—good, 
bad, and indifferent—6d. per acre repre- 
sents the capital sunk by the landlord 
on the land. I can speak from experi- 
ence as to what has resulted from land 
purchase in large portions of Munster 
and Connaught. Tenants who formerly 
had a struggle to maintain themselves 
on rough and sometimes mountainous 
land had their rents reduced as the 
result of agitation, and eventually the 
landlords sold. The tenants bought the 
land, and when I revisited the districts 
the other day, after five or six years 
absence, I found comfortable home- 
steads, well drained and well fenced 
land, and every evidence of prosperity 
and of a desire to improve the land to 


which the Irish peasant is so much 
attached. So it would be in other 
parts. In the south and west of 
Ireland, as in the north, the tenant 


farmers will not consent to a condition 
of things under which, after eight or 


ten Land Acts, all improvements of 
the soil can still become the pro- 
perty of the landlords. I was 


very much struck with the feebleness 
of the First Lord’s argument about 
tenants and labour. A friend behind 
me said, “Surely the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s talents and great Parliamentary 
ability are not in their decadence?” “No,” 
I said, “* but he is dealing with a feeble 
ease, and he has advanced feeble argu- 
ments which are unworthy of his reputa- 
tion.” 

I desire to enter my protest against 
the charges and imputations of dis- 
honesty which have been made against 
the most honest class of peasantry on the 
face of the earth. We are anxious to have 
atruce to this method of controversy. 
Upon the Government lies the onus of 
proving that the time is not ripe for this 
great reform. The most familiar argu- 
Sixth Day. 
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ment of the most malignant of the political | 


enemies of the Irish cause—the right hon. 
Member for West Birmingham—has 
been that the Irish cry for Home Rule 
and other reforms is insincere, and that 
the one question with regard to which 
the [rish people are deeply and genuinely 
concerned is that of the land. Now is 
the time to prove whether or not that 
view is correct. The Government and 
the country generally have a unique 
opportunity to once for all test the 
question as between the agitators, as 
we are called, and the so-called reformers 


on the other side. The right hon. 
Gentleman has again and again in- 


sisted that if you settle the land ques- 
tion—as you can settle it by land pur- 
chase—you can at once dismiss the cry 
of the agitator, you can pacify the 
country, and the Irish people will 
dismiss from their minds all ideas of 
Home Rule. Here is your opportunity 
to test it. This is a far more favour- 
able experiment for strengthening your 
Empire than that of devastating South 
Africa. We shall press this demand 
by all legitimate means in our power, but 
upon those who, with the Ulster Mem- 
bers, pretend to support a Conserva- 
tive and Unionist policy rests the re- 
sponsibility as to whether in our day 
and generation this great reform should 
be brought about, or whether the Irish 
people shall once again be disappointed. 


Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid): 
As an Ulster Member I feel that I should 
be wanting in my duty to my constitu- 
ency if I did not take this opportunity 
of expressing their views and_ their 
wishes in regard to this most important 
question. My constituency is almost 
entirely an agricultural community— 
honest, God-fearing farmers who have 
never wavered in their truth and loyalty 
to the Throne, and who have always 
obeyed and respected the laws of their 
country whatever turmoil and lawless- 
ness may have existed in other parts of the 
country. At all events, it cannot be 
said that in the county of Armagh they 
have had any sympathy with such 
proceedings, but throughout all this 
time the farmers, in common with 


those in other parts of Ireland, have 

been suffering, and in some respects are 

actually suffering now from the various 
Mr. Flynn, 
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causes that have been so fully and 
ably referred to by the hon. Gentlemen 
who proposed and seconded this Amend- 
ment. The increase of foreign com- 
petition, the low prices, the want of 
proper railway facilities, must always 
have a disastrous effect upon those who 
have to live by tilling the soil; but in 
Ireland all these have been accentuated 
and have been increased imnieasurably 
by the constant irritation of the almost 
continuous litigation which has existed 
between the landlord and tenant. It 
is true that Land Act after Land Act 
has been passed by this House with the 
object of improving the tenants’ posi- 
tion, but either through the imperfect 
construction or the imperfect administra- 
tion of those Acts the situation has be. 
come impossible, and in my opinion 
there can be no rest, no content, and 
no genuine prosperity in Ireland until 
the tenants have become the owners of 
the soil. It appears to me absolutely cer- 
tain that in the interests of both land- 
lords and tenants the present system 
of dual ownership cannot and should 
not continue. The whole of the far- 
mers of Ireland are unanimous in this 
regard, that a scheme or Act of com- 
pulsory sale and purchase should be 
granted. We neither ask for nor do 
we want to give to the landlord oppor- 
tunities which are not given to the 
tenant. We wish to treat the land- 
lord and the tenant alike, or, in other 
words, give them both an opportunity 
to make an equitable arrangement. | 
earnestly hope that the Government 
will see fit to introduce a measure of 
compulsory sale and purchase on fair 
terms. From what the First Lord of 
the Treasury said to-night I fear there 
is no reason for expecting it during 
this session, but in the session that 
will follow, when I hope peace will return 
and the Government have more time 
to attend to this matter, I hope they 
will see their way to introduce a Bill 
for the compulsory sale of land in Ire 
land. 


*Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
I congratulate the hon. Member for 
South Tyrone on having brought the 
hon. Gentleman who has just sat down 
to his present frame of mind. The 
hon. Gentleman said he represented a 
constituency of God-fearing farmers, 
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and I must protest against such a line 
of argument being taken upon this ques- 
tion, because the hon. Gentleman by im- 
plication would attribute to the farmers 
we on these benches represent other 
qualities than those God-fearing qualities 
he so ably represents in this House. | 
think we may take it that the crusade 
instituted by the hon. Member for 
South Tyrone, in favour ot compulsory 
land purchase, is having some effect, 
at least so far as hon. Gentlemen like 
the last speaker is concerned. It may 
not apply to all Ulster Members, but 
the hon. Gentleman has succeeded so far 
that he has compelled Ulster Members 
to pay more attention to this question 
than they have hitherto honoured it 
with, and for that we thank him. 

We cannot regard the speech of the 
Leader of the House as an answer to the 
wo speeches delivered from this and the 
opposite side of the House upon this 
important subject. In my opinion, the 
right hon. Gentleman completely broke 
down in his attempt to make a case 
against the Amendment. The speech 
of the right hon. Gentleman, if it means 
anything at all, means that given sufti- 
cient pressure—sufficient stimulus to 
this movement, the Government will be 
prepared to deal with compulsory 
purchase. He has taken up a_ position 
which could not be described as a 
non possumus. The Irish land ques- 
tion goes to the root of the whole system 
of government in Ireland, it is the 
vital existence of the Irish nation. It is 
essentially an agricultural country, de- 
pendent for its subsistence on the produce 
of the land, and we who have made 
representations for Home Rule and the 
management of our own internal affairs 
have been told by the Government over 
and over again that where there is a just 
cause—a just necessity for a settlement 
of any question except Home Rule. 
the Unionist party are quite competent 
and willing to do all that is necessary 
for the wants of Ireland. 

It would ill become me to occupy the 
time of the House in further demonstra- 
ting what has been so ably demonstrated 
already by the Leader of the Irish party 
and the hon. Member for South Tyrone, 
which is that the Land Commission as 
at present constituted has hopelessly 
broken down in its attempts to admini- 
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ster the land laws entrusted to it. Why, 
it takes two years and more to get a fair 
rent fixed. There have been suits pass- 
ing through the land courts for pur- 
chase for six or seven years where both 
parties are united and have done all they 
could to facilitate the purchase. That 
shows there is something radically wrong 
with the constitution of the Commission. 
In order to arrive at the same end we 
take a different view to the right hon. 
Member for South Tyrone and those 
other Ulster Members who are prepared 
to support us. For our part we think 
this Land Commission is to a very large 
extent rigged by landlords or their agents 
or people connected with them, and one 
has only to look at the names of the Com- 
missioners who are sent out to assess the 
values and fix fair rents to arrive at the 
conclusion. I could not attempt to 
argue that it would be altogether right 
to have people solely representing the 
tenants on the Commission, or people too 
much conneeted with the question ot 
agitating tenants’ grievances. But from 
one end of Ireland to the other there are 
a number of respectable farmers or 
well-to-do people who could be selected 
to discharge the duties of land valuers 
and lay commissioners, and who would 
not be under the stigma of having learned 
their business in a rent office. It is, how- 
ever, idle to expect that we should get 
that class of people appointed or that 
we should be satisfied with those ap- 
pointed by the Government. The con- 
fidence of the people is wanting in the 
tribunal you have erected. Whilst we 
gladly accept the support of the hon. 
Gentleman and welcome his adoption of 
the views he at present holds, and while 
we will cordially co-operate with him, we 
will also claim the right of going to our 
own people and organising them against 
the citadel of entrenched landlordism 
in Ireland. Ido not wish in any way to 
offend the tender susceptibilities of the 
hon. Member for South Tyrone, but he 
must, of course, know that the work 
that has been done for the Irish tenant 
farmers as a whole has been done mainly 
by the agitation among the Nationalist 
farmers, while to a great extent the 
God-fearing Unionist farmers whom he 
represents have stood on one side in 
the course of the trouble, but taken 
care, when a legislative enactment was 
Strth Day. 
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effected, to come into court and get I cannot speak for hon. Members on the 


the benefit of the law. I do not grudge 
them that benefit. Why should they not 
take any advantage of the law in their 
behalf? But. apart from the attitude 
that these God-fearing farmers may take, 
we, the Nationalist members, will pursue 
a course which may not be quite as 
palatable to the right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the House as he could wish. 
He has for ten vears had an exceptionally 
peaceful time, and he has been warned 
to-night that if the necessity does arise, 
and if the people of Ireland are to be 
denied the just claim which has been 
put forward in a moderate and peaceful 
manner, he may find his pleasant dreams 
disturbed, and that he will have helped 
to evoke a storm among the people of 
Ireland, who are now better organised 
and prepared for the fray than they 
have been during the last ten years, that 
he may not find it easy to subdue. If 
this Unionist Government, whose chief 
doctrine is that if you come to the House 
of Commons you will get all you need, 
withstand the constitutional demands 
made by 95 per cent. of the representatives 
ot the people, on their heads be the respon- 
sibility for the results which may ensue. 


*Mr. JOHN GORDON (Londonderry, 
S.): L represent what may be described 
as an agricultural constituency in the 
north of Ireland. It is largely composed, 
at all events, of tenant farmers and people 
who are deeply interested in every- 
thing in connection with the occupancy 
of land, and, therefore, I think it is my 
duty to say what I believe to be the 
feelings of the people there, and what | 
think in this matter. 

I regret that this matter has been 
brought before the House in a manner 
and on an occasion which makes it im- 
possible for me as a supporter of the 
(rovernment to go into the lobby and 
vote for the Amendment. I believe that 
the true remedy for all the land ills of 
lreland is to make the tillers of the soil, 
the men who occupy the farms, the 
owners of the farms. If that can be 


brought about by facilitating the system 
of voluntary purchase I shall be well 
pleased ; but that process may be a slow 
one, and everyone who knows anything ' 
ot the state of feeling in Ireland is anxious 
that this land question should be settled. 


Mr. J. Farrell. 


{ 


other side of the House, but I think those 
on this side would be happy to see a settle. 
ment of this question. It is of very great 
importance, not only for the landlords 
and tenants of Ireland, but also for the 
people of England and Scotland, that 
lreland should cease to be discontented. 
I therefore urge upon the Government, 
and the House, not to cast this matter 
aside as a mere impossibility, but to give 
it caretul consideration. 

I know perfectly well that there are very 
great difficulties and prejudices in the way 
of a matter of this kind being accepted. 
Above all, at the present moment, there 
is the situation of the country with 
reference to the war, which naturally is 
uppermost in the minds of the English 
people. I think one of the strongest 
prejudices against this proposal is not 
well founded. It is based on the idea 
that compulsory purchase in any form 
would be the introduction of a new 
principle of dealing with land in 
Ireland. I agree with the hon. Member 


who introduced the Amendment that 
compulsion has already been intro- 
duced. Under the Land Act of 1881 


an owner of land is compelled to allow a 
tenant to remain in possession of his 
farm, at a rent which the landlord 
himself cannot fix, and therefore com- 
pulsory purchase applied in the suggested 
way will not mean the introduction of an 
absolutely novel principle in reference to 
land in Ireland. It is only a step onward 
to say that the landlords must sell at 
a fair and reasonable price. In connec- 
tion with the fixing and refixing of rents 
there is great dissatisfaction on both sides. 
It is hardly to be expected that a landlord 
would be satisfied with a rent fixed below 
what he thought he should get, or that a 
tenant would be satisfied with a rent 
fixed higher than he thought he should 
pay. Then there were bills of costs and ex- 
penses, and the bitterness engendered 
between litigants with reference to all 
these matters. 

There are good grounds for trying to 
get something done to amend this state 
of affairs. It is a curious thing that one 
of the most beneficent pieces of legislation, 
the Voluntary Purchase Act, should have 
made this matter a burning question in 
the north of Ireland. These matters have 


already been dealt with, but I simply call 
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attention to them to say that they show 
the necessity for something being done, 
and I am happy to find from the Leader 
of the House that something—whether 
exactly what we ask for or not—is going 
to be done. I know there are difficulties 
in the way. There is the difficulty of 
finance. But we do not ask for this money 
as a gift ; we ask it as a loan for which 
there will be ample security, or rather 
that the State should, as it were, become 
a surety for its repayment. I do 
not fear the general strike against the 
payment of instalments which the hon. 
Member for South Tyrone at one time so 
greatly feared must exist. At the present 
time voluntary purchase has been going 
on for fifteen years, and every man who has 
been paying for that period has acquired 
a valuable interest in his holding, and 
every year his interest will become 
greater. A compulsory Bill if passed to- 
morrow could not work out for years. 
It would be a very considerable time 
before all the tenants became owners of 
their holdings, and by the time they did 
those who got in first would have paid off 
alarge proportion of their instalments. 
You would therefore have spread over 
the country a large number of farmers 
who would be not merely deeply inte- 
rested in preserving their own holdings, 
but who would be desirous of seeing that 
their neighbours paid off their instalments 
also. From the experience of the past, 
everyone knows that the tenants who 
purchase their holdings pay their instal- 
ments punctually. At the same time | 
cannot conceal from myself that it is one 
thing for a private member to express 
views in reference to a matter of this 
kind, but it is another thing for a re- 
sponsible Minister of the Crown to ask the 
country to advance its money unless he is 
quite satisfied that what we suggest will 
be carried out, and that there will be no 
danger of However 


serious loss. 


this may be, I am = quite satisfied, 
dealing with the matter from a 


logical standpoint, that whatever mea- 
sures of voluntary purchase we may 
get, and however well they may work 
out, the ultimate mode of settling the 
question will be by some system of com- 
pulsory purchase. 

Then I come to the matter of the Amend- 
ment. I am a supporter of the present 
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here are supporters of that Government, 
and they sent me here as their representa- 
I know 
whatan AmendmenttotheAddress means. 
I know that the hon. Member for South 


Tyrone recently stated that he knew what 


The electors who sent me. 


it involved, but that he had made up his 
mind to bring the matter forward on the 
Address. I know that one of the reasons 
he suggested was that it he did not bring 
it forward someone else might, and that 
he also said he knew he would be badly 
beaten. I hope the hon. Member will not 
understand meas making any attack upon 
him ; I only wish to make my position 
clear. The hon. Member was _ himself 
returned as a supporter of the Govern- 
ment, of which he was at the time a mem- 
ber. All I can say is that I cannot view 
iy position in the same light that he does 
his. As a supporter of the Government 
I cannot support the Amendment. The 
result of doing so, if it were carried to its 
logical conclusion, would be that the 
Government I was sent here to sup- 
port would lose its position altogether. 
It may be that there is no chance of the 
Amendment being carried, but I do not 
believe in taking up such an attitude. 
I may know that a friend of mine is 
strong and vigorous, and that if I gave 
him a blow in the face it would not do 
him any harm. But | do not believe 
that to be any justification for giving 
him a blow, or that | should do so 
because if 1 do not some enemy ot his 
may. The hon. Member who moved 
the Amendment and his party have 
always been the opponents of the Govern- 
ment, and we expect such a blow from 
them, but we do not expect it from 
friends. When one knows that an 
attack upon a friend will not merely do 
him no harm, but may have the effect 
of causing irritation and annoyance which 
may lead to something very different 
from what one expects and wishes and 
hopes for, | think to make that attack 


is a very unwise course to adopt. We 
know that a strong Government like 


the present, if they set their minds to 
this question and think it right to do 
something on the lines we have sug- 
gested, are able to do it. and we do not 
want to do anything which would in any 
way prevent them doing whatever they 
can to improve the position of the tenants 
in Ireland. For the reasons I have 
Sizth Day. 
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named, I think, under the circumstances, 
I am bound, no matter what my views 
are, to support the Government on this 
Amendment. 


Mr. BARRY (Cork, 8.): I think the 
position taken up by the hon. Member 
is illogical in the extreme. He is drawn 
in two directions diametrically opposite. 
He sympathises with the Amendment, 
hut, as a loyal supporter of the Govern- 
ment, he is bound to vote against it. We 
in the South of Ireland are not going to 
take up so illogical a position. We be- 
lieve in the Amendment, and are going to 
support it. Iam in the position of gentle- 
inen who have preceded me of having 
nothing to add to the argumentative and 
exhaustive speeches of the mover and 
seconder of the Amendment, but as repre- 
senting a constituency with a deep and 
abiding interest in this question, I cannot 
take up a passive attitude in regard to the 
matter. We who have met our con- 
stituents on United Irish League plat- 
forms, and also at the two great conyen- 
tions at Dublin, know the importance 
which the Irish people attach to this ques- 
tion of compulsory purchase. So great 
is that importance that the question has 
heen placed second in the national 
programme, Home Rule, of course, being 
placed first. As far as I know the feel- 


ing of the Irish people, nothing will ever | 


satisfy them but a system of short and 
compulsory purchase. Everybody in Ire- 
land, landlords and tenants alike, are in 
favour of the abolition of dual ownership. 
It ought not to be very difficult to grant 
a divorce between two parties when each is 
so anxious to be separated from the other. 
The only gentlemen in favour of the con- 
tinuance of the present system are the 
Land Commissioners, who are drawing 
such large salaries in their present posi- 
tions. Perhaps this English Parliament 
could not have foreseen the failure of 
their attempts at legislation, but the 
whole system has been tried and found 
wanting. 

Without going into statistical details I 
will say as one who has had some expe- 
rience of the administration of the Land 
Acts in Ireland that from beginning to end 
the whole system is defective and rotten. 
Several attempts have been made from 
time to time to pass legislation to give the 
henefit of improvements to the tenants, 

Mr. John Gordon. 
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but I assert, with the practical experience 
of a farmer myself, that that system is 
violated in every single Land Commission 
that has been held all over the country. 
Take the case of a man whose rent is £20. 
and take a man in the immediate neigh- 
bourhood whose land may have been of the 
same value originally. My experience is 
that in the case of tenants who may have 
been delicate or the tenant may have been 
a widow there is very often a good and 
ample reduction in the rent given, and 
more especially in the case of tenants who 
have not improved their land of late years, 
The tenant who has improved his holding 
by the sweat of himself and children, 
and who may have gone to the trouble of 
removing boulders, gets no reduction, 
whilst the tenant who has not made any 
improvements gets a substantial reduc- 
tion. The result is that the improving 
tenant gets no reduction because the land 
appears to be worth the money, and the 
land has been valued after he has improved 
it himself. That is one of the greatest 
blots in the administration of the Act. 
The present rents are impossible rents, 
and must be reduced. Twenty years ago 
in my constituency barley and wheat 
could have been grown successfully, but 
they cannot be grown at the present time, 
for the only crop that can be raised now is 
oats, which is not so profitable. In the 
case of young stock, on account of the 
severity of the winter and other causes, 
they are much more difticult to rear, and 
the mortality in stock is increasing from 
year to year in alarming proportion. All 
these things must be taken into account 
in fixing the rents of Ireland. I know 
there are other causes. Foreign compe- 
tition is very keen, and Texas and Canada 
are brought within near reach of our 
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‘markets at the present time, owing to im- 


provements in shipping of late years. 
In the case of the Land Commissioners I 
say that, taking theirvaluations all round, 
the reductionsare ridiculously inadequate. 
Even the labour question, which must 
be included as anelement in theconsidera- 
tion of rents, isignored. Labourers have 
been flocking from our shores, and they 
cannot be kept in the country unless the 
farmer has some margin of profit to pay 
them. It is extremely difficult for the 
farmer to pay labour, and the land 1s 
going out of cultivation in consequence. 
Taking the whole situation into account, 
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the condition of labour and the manner in 
which the farmer is robbed of his improve- 
ments, and the vicious system under 
which the Act is applied, I say that it is 
absolutely necessary that the whole sys- 
tem must be swept awayroot and branch 
in order to settle the Irish land question, 


and I should not regard any system | 


with favour which is calculated to per- 
petuate the present order of things in 
Ireland. 


CoLoneEL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.): I have listened with great attention 
to the two long speeches which have been 
made to-night, one by the hon. Member 
for Waterford and the other by the hon. 
Member for South Tyrone. Speaking for 
myself—and I think I can speak for the 
Irish landlords, whom I more or less 
represent—I say that if we had to choose 
one of those two hon. Members to decide 
our destinies and fix the final arrange- 
ments in regard to land in Ireland | 
and they would unhesitatingly choose 
the hon. Member for Waterford. 

I take it that this is one of the greatest 
demands which has ever been made upon 
a legislative assembly. It is proposed to 
ask this House to advance an uncertain 
sum of money—perhaps £100,000,000 
or £120,000,000—for the purpose of 
suddenly obliterating one class of land- 
lords in Ireland and replacing them by 
another class. I believe that has never 
been attempted before by any other 
country. But this House is a business- 
like assembly, and I am sure when it is 
asked for such a tremendous conces- 
sion as this to Ireland it will ask what is 
to be the quid pro quo. Weare asked to 
advance this enormous sum of money, 
and we want to know what we shall gain 
byit. I acknowledge the great eloquence 
and ability displayed in the speech of 
the hon. Member for Waterford, but the 
great weakness of his position is that he 
has nothing to offer. Speaking, as he is 
supposed to do, for many of his colleagues, 
if he could have said in the House of 
Commons, ‘‘I can answer for my col- 
leagues and for the constituencies which 
they represent, and say honestly to the 
best of my belief that if Parliament 
consents to advance this great sum to 
the Irish people we shall forget old 
memories and Ireland will be loyal,” 
then they would be offering something. | 
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his colleagues are perfectly honest and 
straightforward, both in this House and 
in their own country, and the hon. 
Member for Waterford never attempted 


to say that, speaking for his colleagues 
and the people he represents, the advance 


of this £120,000,000 or £150,000,000 
would have the slightest effect in alter- 
ing the present condition of the Irish 
mind, or would cause Ireland to become 
what she certainly is not in three out of 
the four divisions—a loyal community. 
That is the weakness of his position. 
I do not think that England or Great 
Britain or the Parliament of Great 
Britain would ever consent to this tre- 
mendous political manceuvre unless Par- 
liament thought it would be some great 
gain to the nation if it were carried into 
effect. 


I leave the very able and eloquent 
speech of the hon. Member for Water- 
ford, and I will now turn to the other 
speech, delivered by the hon. Member 
for South Tyrone. When I came to try 
and forecast the sort of speech I thought 
my hon. friend would deliver, | must say 
that I was entirely mistaken. I thought 
the hon. Member for South Tyrone 
would have been strictly moderate, and 
that he would have placed his views be- 
fore the House without any acerbity and 
certainly without any venom: but I think 
both these qualities have characterised 
his speech. I must compliment my hon. 
friend on what I look upon as a most 
dexterous piece of political strategy. 
Apparently he was determined to go 
hammer and tongs for the Irish land- 
lords, and in order to do that he has 
determined to cover his rear and prevent 
any assault in that direction by pointing 
out that it was perfectly useless for any- 
one in this House to quote any speech 
he made in former times in order to show 
that he had changed his mind. I have 
had the honour of the acquaintance ot 
the hon. Member for South Tyrone for 
many years, and [ am certain that he is 
perfectly conscientious in the stand he 
has taken. I believe my hon. friend 
possesses the fatal gift of a dangerous 
conscience—that is to say, he is a man 
who can conscientiously believe one day 
that a thing is black and the next day he 
can conscientiously believe that it iswhite. 
Really, I do not think I should have al- 


But the hon. Member for Waterford and luded to this matter at all were it not for 
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the fact that he has brought me into the 
question. He has changed his mind; 
but what made him change his mind ? 
Not by suddenly becoming aware of the 
great necessity for compulsory sale for 
Ireland; but he was converted by four 
words that I uttered in the House of 
Commons. 
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Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: No. 


CoLoNEL SAUNDERSON : He said so | 
himself. He said that when Colonel | 
Saunderson was cornered in the House 
of Commons, in answer to a challenge | 
across the floor of the House as to what | 
remedy he could suggest, he replied, 
“Try the Fry Commission,” and that 
then, knowing that the knell of Irish | 
landlordism had then sounded, he) 
changed his opinion. I am_ glad to! 
think that these few words of mine 
had the tremendous effect of converting 
the hon. Gentleman; but I hope hon. 
Members opposite will restrain them- | 
selves in future and forbear to ask me 
any questions, for there is no knowing, 
if my words have such effect, whom I 
may next convert. The hon. Member 
for South Tyrone did not quote his 
views in the immediate past, but as he 
proposes to convert the House of Com- 
mons and the country I would suggest 
to him that the real difficulty he has to | 
front is the very celebrated gentleman 
Mr. T. W. Russell. I do not suppose he 
expects to convert the House of Com- 
mons all at once, even if he does expect 
to excite great enthusiasm in Eng- 
land on this question when he goes down | 
to the country. But how about his 
speeches in 18907? At Fivemiletown, 
in 1890, the hon. Member for South 
Tyrone said— 


“Mr. Chamberlain—and at least I know his 
views—is not in favour of universal compulsion. 
Neither is Mr. Balfour. Rant of this kind is 
more worthy of the platform of a Kerry moon- 
lighter than of a sober Ulster man.” 
sober, being a 


-How could he be 


teetotaller /— 
‘But if I liked I could imitate these reck- | 


Jess orators. I could pledge myself to compul- 
sion. I could extol it as a heaven-born 


principle. [ could tell you that, with it 
passed, the Golden Age would return. I could 


promise it next year, as O'Connell was wont to 
promise Repeal, and as the Parnellites now 
promise Home Rule. I absolutely refuse to | 
adopt this course. Whether it makes for or | 


Colonel Saunderson. 


| working out to simple robbing. | 
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against my political future, I will not stoop to 
tell you lies, to tell you that a thing is possible 
when I know it to be impossible ; to tell you 
that a thing is rising on the horizon of politics 
when I know that it is outside the scope of 
all reasonable or practicable politics. This, | 
hope, is plain speaking.” 

Very! But then, after his conversion 
following my unfortunate remark, the 
hon. Member for South Tyrone said— 


‘*My view is that every acre of agricultural 
land in Ireland not in the occupation of the 
landlord ought to be sold to the tenant, 
This, of course, excludes all demesne lands 
and land farmed by the landlord. Sut, apart 


| from these two exceptions, I should like to see 
| the whole land of [Ireland pass from owner to 


occupier. The rental of the land upon which 
a fair rental has been fixed amounts to close 
upon £7,000,000. To this must be added, for 


| my purposes, all land held under future tenan- 
| cies, and under agreements not subject to the 


Land Acts. Itis not easy to form an esti. 
mate of the amount of money that would be 
required for such a huge transaction; but 
solely for the purposes of discussion I shall 


| put it at £120,000,000 sterling.” 


Then the hon. Gentleman eleven years 


/ago said— 


“Trish landlords, if compelled to sell, have 
certainly a right not only to get the fair value 


| of their property, they are entitled either to 


be paid out in cash or to get the best security. 
I say at once that I do not believe the security 
of the Kerry or Clare County Councils would 
be such as I could ask them to accept. | 
believe any such scheme would amount in its 
believe 
payment would in due course be repudiated, 
and, with this belief, I have no right to pro- 
fess any faith in its practicability.” 

Then the hon. Gentleman at the end of 
last year, in a speech at Clogher. said— 


“ We have, happily, now a recognised publie 


| authority in each county—the county council. 


I don’t think these bodies ought to be burdened 
with the duty of carrying out a land purchase 
scheme. But as Ireland is to all intents and 


| purposes an agricultural country, and as the 


great mass of the people live by the land, I 


| see no reason why the county council should 
| not guarantee the advance required for each 


county.” 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Perhaps | 
may be allowed to say that by the Act of 


| 1891 the county guarantee was attached. 


CoLONEL SAUNDERSON : I do not 


see how that can affect the case. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: It has this 
effect: that the Government evidently 
believed that although the guarantee of 


| the tenant was not sufficient. that of the 


county was. 


CoLoNEL SAUNDERSON : Speaking 
as a landlord, I think we should look to 
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the guarantee of the county council as ; 


yery poor security indeed ; and all I can 
say is that I hope that I shall never have 
to prove it. My hon. friend now appears 
in the House as a tremendous leader in 
the land agitation. From my knowledge 
of Ireland, I know that if a man is gifted 
with oratorical powers there is nothing 
easier than for him to get upan agitation 


there in favour of a scheme which con- | 


sists in the taking property of one class 
of Irishmen and giving it to another. 
J am perfectly well aware that all the 
tenants in all the divisions and counties 
of Ireland are in favour of the compul- 
sory purchase of land; but they would 
be still more in favour of a Bill giving 
them the land for nothing. But what I 
hope the Government and the House 
will decide upon is this: whether the 
proposition is right or just, quite irre- 
spective of these spurious agitations. 
and quite irrespective of the violent 
threats which have been uttered on both 
sides of the House. A man may exagge- 
rate hisown importance. I may be wrong. 
but my hon. friend evidently believes that 
not only the Ulster tenants, but the whole 
British public are hungering and thirst- 
ing after news of this great agitation. In 
his speech at Killyleagh, a couple of weeks 
ago, he said, in his most perfervid stvle— 
“Gentlemen, I am speaking to a wider 
audience than is here. This question has 
caught on. To-morrow morning the people of 
Dublin, Beltast, and Cork will read our pro- 
ceedings. In London, in Liverpool, in Glasgow, 
and in Edinburgh the readers of the great 
English and Scotch newspapers will learn as 
they eat their breakfast that this great meet- 
ing has been held.” 
My hon. friend believed that England, 
Scotland, and Wales would breakfast 
next morning on muffins and T. W. 
Russell! I think my hon. friend was 
wrong. He has great experience in 
working up an audience to a state of 
enthusiasm. He has told the people 
of Ulster that he intended to stump this | 
country and rouse the feeling of the 
people to boiling point. Fancy rousing 
the enthusiasm of John Bull by asking 
him to fork out £120,000,000 ! Before 
my hon. friend undertakes that, in order | 
to test his powers of rousing enthu- 
siasm, I advise him to get an audience of 
brewers and publicans to pass a vote in 
favour of total abstinence! I think 
that he has over-rated and over-valued | 
the enthusiasm with which this agitation | 
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will be regarded. I have not the slightest 
doubt that the hon. Gentleman speaks 
in favour of Ulster, but the mistake he 
has made, and it is an unfortunate one, 
is that he has undoubtedly persuaded the 
Ulster tenants that this is a movement 
which is bound to rouse England, and 
that all he had got to do was to come over 
here and make a great speech, as he has 
done to-night, and then to go about the 
country proclaiming in favour of com- 
pulsory purchase. He should remember 
that his scheme differs very much from 
the gifts given to Ireland in former 
times, when the gift was the gift of the 
property of one Irishman to another 
Irishman, 

But this is to bea great gift given by 
the British people. [Cries from the 
Nationalist benches: No!] Well, a loan, 
then. If anyone will give me a loan of 
£20,000 L should be very glad. It 
would not be called a gift, but it would 
be next door to it. As an Irish landlord. 
I believe that four or five years hence the 
Ulster tenants will find that neither 
in the House of Commons nor in the 
country has this proposal for compulsory 
purchase made any giant strides, and | 
am afraid that the grand promises 
that the hon. Gentleman has made and 
the magnificent future which he has 
so brilliantly portrayed before the Irish 
people will never be realised. 

I do not intend to deal with these parti- 
cular cases ; I only want to point out their 
extreme unfairness. A case occurred the 
other day on the Gosford Estate, and | 
do not think there is a man on either 
side of the House who will attempt to 
palliate or condone it: but the right 
hon. Gentleman said that that was 
the way in which the ruck and run 
of the Irish landlords deal with tenants. 
Would it not be unfair, if I had 
been cheated in an Irish hotel, to say all 
Irish hotels were kept by swindlers ? 
The county court judge described it as 
a scandalous shame, and I think every 
one will agree with that. I say I think 
my friend was wrong when he said there 
were hundreds and thousands of these 
cases. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I do not think 
the hon. Gentleman has any right to say 
I dealt with one particular case. I took 
that one as an instance, but I could have 
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-ases in 
has 


instanced half a dozen other 
Antrim where a similar thing 
occurred. 


CoLONEL SAUNDERSON : That shows 
what an unfortunate thing it is to 
make these outrageous and scanda- 
lous assertions against a whole class. I 
remember not so many years ago the 
hon. Member for South Tyrone used to 
get up in this House and say it was 
a scandal and a shame to brand the 
whole of the Irish landlords because 
there was such a scoundrel as Lord Clan- 
ricarde in Ireland. Now we find, since 
his conversion, he has adopted exactly 
the same methods. It is wonderful to 
think that he has been so strongly con- 
verted that he now singles out one case, 
which no doubt is a disgraceful one, and 
seeks to saddle it upon the class to which 
I belong. I leave the matter there to 
the mind of this House. 

The hon. Members for Waterford and 
South Tyrone advocate compulsory pur- 
chase, but it would be a fatal mistake 
for this House to make to imagine that 
compulsory purchase would suddenly 
remove the present garrison, as it is 
ealled, from Ireland. No scheme of com- 
pulsory purchase that this House is 
likely to allow to pass would enable the 
landlords to leave their own land sud- 
denly. And even if it did it would simply 
replace them with another set of land- 
lords. It is the duty of the country to 
ask itself what have the landlords done 
to engender this distrust, for I venture 
to say whatever is done in the future 
in the direction of land purchase being 
still more largely extended to the tenants, 
will depend on the attitude taken up by 
the Irish people. What is the attitude 
now that ought to justify Parliament in 
removing the present set of landlords 
and substituting a new set? Outside 
Ulster, in every constituency represented 
by hon. Gentlemen opposite meetings 
have been held over and over again at 
which the people have openly proclaimed 
their hostility to this country and desired 
that the enemies of the Empire might be 
successful. [Nationalist cheers.] Hon. 
Members opposite accept that as the 
present attitude of a large portion of the 
Irish people. Can we conceive that the 


House would be so insane as, uninvited, 
to deliberately wipe out a class which at 


Mr. T. W. Russell. 
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‘any rate is loyal, and has always been 
loyal, and which has been called the 
British garrison, and put into its place a 
class which openly professes, after all 
that has been done for it, an undying 
hatred of the hand that has fed it? No. 
The paying of rent is not a popular in- 
stitution in Ireland, where people are 
imbued with Nationalist principles, and 
it requires very little effort to persuade 
an Irish tenant not to pay. Can anyone 
conceive what would happen if Parlia- 
ment became the great absentee landlord 
of all the land in Ireland? Parliament 
would place in the hands of the Nation- 
alist party a weapon which they could 
never effectually combat. The hon. 
Member for Mayo on the 4th of April, 
1890, on the Land Purchase Act, said 
that there was no analogy between the 
present condition of things and the con- 
ditions that might prevail if the leaders 
of the future should proclaim to the 
people that they would be acting justi- 
fiably and patriotically in refusing to 
pay a single penny to the Gnmoverent. 
Of course that would be the case. That 
would be the most popular cry ever raised 
in Ireland. It would makea sort of Irish 
paradise. It would appeal to the feelings 
of the Irish race in a manner no language 
could describe. 

I ask the House to consider before 
granting this compulsory — purchase 
whether a danger of that sort is to be 
thought of. Now I have been asked if 
I have a solution. I have always been 
in favour of a purchase scheme which 
would gradually place the [rish tenants 
in the position of being the owners of 
their land, and that a large amount of 
money should be set aside for buying out 
the landlords; that is the best and 
ultimate solution, which I have advocated 
not only in this House, but in my con- 
stituency. I believe the scheme ought 
to be a gradual one, and it ought to be 
of a generous nature, but, above all, if 
you want a scheme to work you must 
take away the impediments which un- 
doubtedly stand in its way. It may be 
against the interests of the class to which 
I belong, but I believe it would be to the 
best interests of Ireland and the country 
at large. I belong to an unpopular and 
falling class. We have been called the 
‘ British garrison.”” That has been used 
_as a term of reproach, but it is a name of 
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which we are proud. The hon. Member 
for South Tyrone said in one of his 
speeches, ‘‘ the English garrison in Ire- 
land has done its work, and dirty work 
too.” We have been loyal to this 
country. We have helped to keep the 
British flag afloat in Ireland, and I think 
this House and the country should not 
forget that all the great Irishmen who 
have helped to build up the Empire, to 
make it strong, and to preserve its safety 
on land and sea, came from the British 
garrison in Ireland. I would remind 
hon. Gentlemen opposite that we gave 
you Grattan and Burke; we gave you 
Wellington and Palmerston, and in 
later years we have given you Wolseley, 
Roberts, and a host of others. That is 
the garrison you propose now to destroy. 
Like other classes, we may disappear 
from the country we love as well as hon. 
Gentlemen opposite, but, at any rate, 
we will carry away with us the proud 
memory that all through these past 
years, through good report and evil 
report, in fair weather and in foul, we 
have been loyal to Parliament and to the 
British Crown. 


*Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.): 
I feel sure that the House with its usual 
indulgence will deal leniently and perhaps 
a little sympathetically with a new Mem- 
ber when he first attempts to place his 
views before it. I need not say that | 
labour under extraordinary difficulty in 
following as I do one of the best and most 
capable debaters in the House. 

We have listened to the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for North Ar- 
magh telling the House and the country 
that the Gentlemen who sit here are 
not loyal to the Empire. I say you have 
a very easy way in which to make all 
the Members from Ireland loyal to the 
British Empire, and that is by giving 
them what they want—Home Rule. | 
believe that if Parliament gave Irishmen 
the right to manage their own affairs all 
this agitation, which is so distracting 
to England and detrimental to Ireland, 
would disappear. I was until recently a 
Unionist, but became a convert to the 
other side, and, looking to the attitude 
assumed by the hon. Member for South 
Tyrone, I believe he will soon come over 
here too. 

There can be no doubt whatever that 
the people of the north of Ireland are 
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unanimously in favour of land purchase. 
I have a good many landlord friends, and 
I would be very sorry indeed to lose 
one of them. I would also be very 
sorry to do anything to injure them, 
but if the present condition of things 
goes on for ten years, where will their 
property be? I fully believe that if a 
great measure of land purchase is to 
be passed the landlords’ and all interests 
affected must be fairly and generously 
compensated. Not very long ago the 
Governments of England and Russia 
guaranteed a loan to Greece at 24 per cent. 
The Government of this country could 
borrow in the money markets of the 
world money for land purchase, repay- 
ing principle and interest, at 3 per 
cent. Suppose they charged the tenants 
34 per cent. instead of 4 per cent., that 
would be a great relief. Suppose the 
tenant’s previous rent had been £20, and 
that the Government gave a bonus of 
one year’s purchase of the rent to both 
landlord and tenant, then the sum ad- 
vanced to the tenant would amount to 
£380, and this if lent to him at 34 per 
cent. would reduce his annual payments 
from £20 to £13 6s., equal to an imme- 
diate reduction of 334 per cent. The 
landlord at the same time would get 
twenty-one years purchase of the rent, 
and the money the Government would 
get from the tenant at 3} per cent. 
would repay the principle and interest 
on the sum of £420, so that the Govern- 
ment would be the gainers by 14s. a 
year—sufficient to pay the cost of collec- 
tion and any other incidental expenses 
necessary for the carrying out of a plan of 
this kind. There can be no question that 
England is indebted to Ireland in a very 
large sum of money. If you accept the 
debt that Great Britain owes to Ireland— 
and it has not been proved that she does 
not owe it—as 23 millions of money 
accumulated for the last fifty vears, that 
would be an amount sufficient to buy 
out the landlords completely, and leave 
a considerable surplus to apply towards 
the future development of our country. 
1 trust the Government when they 
bring forward their proposals will do 
something at all events to improve the 
condition of things which exists as far 
as concerns the administration of the 
Land Laws—something to simplify the 
law, and benefit the condition of the 
212 Siath Day. 
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[rish people. As a doctor, knowing the 
people thoroughly, I can tell the House 
that the condition of Ireland is not im- 
proving. Even if the British people were 
to lose money they would gain a great 
deal by settling the Irish land question. 
There can be no doubt of the serious 
danger involved in the present state of 
affairs. Weall.look with great interest to 
the Bill which the Government are going 
to introduce, and we hope it will doa great 
deal to improve the proceedings of 
the Land Commission. We urge this 
great reform with all the strength of a 
sincere conviction, and feel certain, if 
satisfactorily arranged, the result cannot 
fail to be beneficial not only to Ireland, 
but to the Empire at large. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE 
LAND (Mr.Wynpbuam, Dover): Lam sorry 
to intervene between the House and any 
speaker whom we are anxlous to hear, 
but my apology must be that earlier in the 
evening the Leader of the House stated 
that I should reply in some detail to the 
matters of detail which were advanced 
by the mover and seconder of the Amend- 
ment. I feel that those two eloquent 
and closely reasoned speeches demand 
and, indeed, exact a reply. My task is 
made easier by the fact that they in their 
speeches followed very closely on the 
terms of the Amendment. 

What is there in the Amendment ? 
It holds up an object—namely, the 
immediate and general creation of a 
peasant proprietary in Ireland. It ad- 
vances a reason for that object—namely, 
the maladministration of the existing 
Land Acts. It suggests a method for 
achieving that object — namely, the 
application of compulsion to — the 
Purchase Acts in Ireland. 1 think 
I can economise time by passing quickly 
over so much of the Amendment and 
speeches as raises no dispute between 
those hon. Members and the Government. 
First of all, as to the object. The words 
‘general and immediate creation of a 
peasant proprietary” are too wide, | 
‘think, to be really practical ; but if the 
object is to extend widely and to accele- 
rate the introduction of the system of 
peasant proprietary in Ireland, I ean dis- 
cover no point of difference between the 
mover and seconder on the one 


and the Government onthe other. Even 


Dr, Thompson. 
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the right hon. and gallant Member for 
Armagh gave to the development of the 
system of peasant proprietary in Ireland 
his approbation. The differences begin 
when the maladministration of the land 
system is urged. If those who spoke in 
support of the Amendment merely said 
that the land system of Ireland in respect 
of fair rents was unsatisfactory to all 
parties concerned, I think I should be 
prepared to agree with them. Indeed. 
as my right hon. friend said, when the 
Irish Members walked out of the House 
in 1881, the Conservative party recorded 
a Unanimous vote against the Land Act of 
1881. I therefore distinguish between 
the Fair Rent Acts and their administra- 
tion; and upon their administration | 
should come into sharp collision with the 
hon. Member for South Tyrone. Of course, 
the Fair Rent Acts are unsatisfactory. 
What do they mean? They mean that 
litigation, which is always expensive, 
dilatory, and precarious, is in Ireland 
applied generally and universally to the 
normal transactions of Ireland's chief 
industry. The fact that land is Ireland's 
chief industry is very pertinent to this 
debate. In Scotland there are but 14 
per cent. of the population engaged in 
agriculture ; but in Ireland there are 43 
per cent., so that this system of perpetual 
litigation is applied to almost half the 
people living out of towns. One pre- 
caution has been piled upon another 

many of them, I may say, at the instance 
of the hon. Member for South Tyrone. 
Are these precautions justifiable? | 
think so—justifiable and necessary. Of 
course, the system has been unsatis- 
factory to all parties. Well, perhaps 
there is one exception. I believe the 
solicitors in Ireland—and I have been 
at pains to ascertain the figures—have 
increased by 30 per cent. since the Act of 
1881 was placed upon the Statute-book. 
The effect of that Act is even more far- 
reaching them has been brought out 
to-night. It ceases to be any landlord’s 
interest to develop or improve his pro- 
perty. And, even if it could be held to 
be his interest, it is no longer within in 
his power. Any act which he takes is 
viewed with suspicion. The hon. Member 
for South Tyrone admitted that this is 
not to be a charge against the Irish land- 


lord. It cannot be a charge against the 
Irish landlord. Before that Act was 
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passed Irish landlords did a great deal to | 


improve the land. [An Hon. MEMBER: | 
No.] I beg the hon. Member's pardon. 
Since 1847 Irish landlords borrowed 
from the Board of Works over seven 
millions sterling—~—- 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) : 


the tenants pay for it. 


And made 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Besides any moneys 
of their own which they expended. 
Supposing the hon. Member’s inter- 
ruption is true—I do not think it is 
—in Ireland, as in every other country, 
when a landlord puts capital into the 
land, he expects some return for his 
investment, just as an employer of labour 
expects some return if he puts capital 
into his industry. Supposing, for the 
sake of argument, the interruption is 
quite justifiable, even then it was some- 
body's interest somehow to get some 


money to improve and develop Irish 
land, whereas now, since the Act of 
1881, it is nobody's interest. And 


although I think the interruption unfair 
and unjustifiable by the history of the 
century, still, if it were true, I should 
maintain that the Act of 1881 had 
paralysed the power of the landlord or 
the tenant to engage in any large scheme 
for improving value of the land of Ireland. 

The Land Acts, it is admitted, are 
unsatisfactory, and, as regards fair rent, 
it is admitted that they are expensive. 
The Land Commission has cost—I cannot 
arrive at quite the figures which the hon. 
Member for Waterford gave—according 


to my own calculation, £2,000,000 
sterling. [An Hon. Member: More.] 
Possibly more. Of that £2,000,000, 


£1,500,000 may be credited to the opera- 
tions in respect of fixing fair rents ; or, 
in other words, £1,500,000 to paralyse 
the chief industry of Ireland. When the 
Act of 1881 was passed, a prominent 
me:nber of the Government of that day 
stated that it was only a modus virendi 
which was to be observed until purchase 
could be gradually extended. The Con- 
servative party of that day were intent 
upon schemes of purchase. If anybody is 
sufficiently curious to refer to the report 
of the important Commission which sat 
in 1879, he will find that the Conservative 
party was then considering the possibility 
of extending purchase. But then came 
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the electoral clash of 1880. Although 
the leader of the Conservative party, 
Lord Beaconsfield, warned the country 
that the land question of Ireland was the 
question of the time, that warning was 
dismissed as an electoral dodge, and the 
question was shelved. We were too 
much concerned in the affairs of the 
Turkish Empire to pay any heed to the 
concerns of our own Empire ; and a new 
Government came in, not intending to 
deal with Irish land, and then they 
precipitately introduced in a_ panic- 
stricken manner this Act of 1881, for 


' which no member of the House has lifted 


up his voice this evening. I am _ not 
concerned to argue that that Act was a 
worse evil than the evil it was intended 
to remedy. It may have been a lesser 
evil ; but that it was an evil was felt by 
both parties. Nobody, however litigious, 
can be expected to embrace with 
enthusiastic admiration the necessity of 
litigation to decide all his ordinary busi- 
ness transactions. 

But when it comes to the charges 
which have been levelled against the 
administration of the Fair Rent Acts, | 
take issue with my hon. friend the 
Member for South Tyrone. It is a very 
wrong and dangerous thing, after you 
erect a ladder of litigation and set a whole 
nation to climb its different rungs, and 
you find the process is costly and disap- 
pointing, to turn round and accuse the 
judges of neglecting their work and 
defeating the intentions of Parliament. 
That is the charge which the hon. 
Member brought against the judges. I 
am not going to enter into the hon. 
Member's past. I think it fair, however, 
to say that he is almost driven to take 
up that position. It is only two years 
ago that he blessed the whole land 
system of Ireland, and said that after 
generations of struggle substantial justice 
has now been done. Then he went on 
to say: “If things go wrong now the 
fault is more in the administration of the 
Act than in the legislation itself.” Yes, 
but that was said in 1898. Is it the 
contention of the hon. Member for 
Waterford and the whole of the Irish 
party that all this disappointment has 
occurred within two and a half years ? 
No; if the Acts were right in 1898, | 
think he has himself knocked the ground 
from under his feet in imputing the 

Siath Day. 
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whole of the disappointment to those Appeal above the High Court of Appeal 
charged with the administration of the and the other Courts of Ireland. | do 
Acts. He attacks the judges. He not think the hon. Member for South 
attacks Mr. Justice Meredith. I had Tyrone is entitled to assist, as he has 
intended to quote an attack made by the assisted, in framing this legislation, to 
hon. Member against Mr. Justice Mere- | set the judges to interpret it, to see their 
dith which was published in a letter in| decisions appealed against and aftirmed 
the public press, but I have no need to| or reversed ; and then to come and ask 
trouble the House with any quotations. | the House of Commons to sit as a 
I think those who have listened to my | higher Court of Appeal above the High 
hon. friend to-night will agree that he} Court of Appeal to judge of questions 
did prefer an attack against that judge} of interpretation without knowledge 
in terms which could only be justified | of law, and questions of fact without 
if he intends to impute to that judge | any evidence. 
either moral perversity or mental aberra-| The first test applied is the number of 
tion—charges which, if proved, will| appeals. I suppose 3,000 cases in each 
blast a man’s reputation ; charges which | year come before the Land Commission 
are preferred against a man holding a|as appeals from the decision of the Sub- 
high official position of great importance | Commissioners. I know that since Judge 
to the public; charges of such a nature, | Meredith was appointed in 1898 he has had 
levelled at such a person which are not | to decide over 400 cases in which points 
supported by adequate proof, can only | of law were involved and in which there 
be properly described as scandalous. It | might have beenan appeal from him to the 
may be that my hon. friend does not him- | highest Court. How many appeals have 
self impute such laches to Mr. Justice| there been? Forty-five. ‘Ten of those 
Meredith, but he will be held, as he has| appeals were made by landlords whe 
been held, throughout Ulster to haveim-| thought that the judge had dealt too 
puted such laches. Mr. Justice Mere-| hardly by them. In five cases his de- 
dith has the high qualifications of un-| cision was confirmed and in five cases 
challenged integrity and of recognised | it was reversed or varied. The balance 
acumen, and he has applied himself to| of thirty-five appeals were at the in- 
the colossal task which we have in this| stance of tenants who thought that 
House thrown upon him with great | he had dealt unfairly by them. In nine 
knowledge and with an assiduity which | cases the decision was reversed and in 
has threatened his health ; and it is not | twenty-six cases it was confirmed by 
right that a judge of such standing|the Court of Appeal. So that out of 
should be attacked in such a manner,|3,000 cases which came before Mr. 
unless ample proot is forthcoming. | Justice Meredith in over 400 an appeal 
Apart altogether from any desire of | could have been taken on points of 
hon. Members to see the charges widely | law, but in only forty-five was an appeal 
extended, apart from any desire to see|taken, and in only nine did the High 
compulsion applied to purchase in Ireland, | Court of Appeal declare that he had not 
I say that the hon. Member who votes rightly interpreted the Act. I submit 
for this Amendment will not only support | that this is a complete answer to the 
a want of confidence in the Government, | only charge which would justify the 
but he will attack the judiciary and will Amendment or the language used to 
encroach on the first safeguards of supportit. If you take one case here or 
civilised society. one there you may hold a different view 
I should not be justified in speaking | from the judge. Any intelligent man is 
as [| have unless | were prepared to} entitled to entertain such an opinion. 
attempt, at any rate, an answer to the I read the other day in the newspapers 
specific charges which the hon. Member|a report of an interesting case which 
for South Tyrone has levelled against | dealt with tapestry—whether tapestry 
Mr. Justice Meredith. These charges| which was nailed to the wall was a 
have been reduced to two this evening. | fixture or not. Thousands of pounds 
Before I argue these two cases I wish to | were involved, but if you agree with one 
say that it is with great reluctance that | judge you are not entitled to say that the 
I seem to make this House a Court of other has a bias which defeats the in- 
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tention of Parliament. You cannot have 
it both ways. 

I will come now to the particular 
eases which the hon. Member for 


South Tyrone has put before us in order | 
call his | 
Only | 


to illustrate what I will not 

recklessness but his impetuosity. 
two cases were advanced to-night, but 
during the campaign which the hon. 


Member has waged week by week for | 


four months—— 


_ FW. still 


going on. 


RUSSELL: And 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Having all those 
cases to review he has selected five. Three 
of those cases have disappeared to- 
night, and of course I will not trouble 
the House with them. but I am not sur- 
prised that they have disappeared. In one 
of them, although the hon. Member made 
Ulster ring with it (the case of Lindsay), 
Mr. Justice Meredith was following the 
decision given by Chief Baron Palles, 
whose name is held in the highest honour 
and respect. In another case there was 
no appeal; in the third he was unani- 
mously upheld by the Court of Appeal 
in Ireland. [am not surprised that these 
three cases do not appear to-night, and 
that out of the five which were good 
enough for Ulster only two are good 
enough for the House of Commons. What 
was the first case? The first case was ip 
some senses an old friend—Adams vy. 
Dunseath. On that the hon. Member 
has declared that the pink schedule has 
been altered. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: No. What 
I said was that in the original schedule, 
which went to the Court of Appeal, 
the Sub-Commissioners entered the value 
of the land as bog and the value of the 
reclaimed land; and that by that way, 
and by that way alone, the surplus 
letting value of the land could be dis- 
covered. The Court of Appeal decided 
against Mr. Justice Meredith, and now 
the schedules are filled up—I have them 
in my hand, and can produce them— 
without either the original value of the 
land as bog or the value of the reclaimed 
land, so that no surplus value can arise. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I think I ought 


to deal in some detail with this case. It 
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| is the last of the old guard. In the first 
| place, the hon. Member says that Mr. 
Justice Meredith was reversed by the 
Court of Appeal. He said that to-night, 


and he has said it many nights. So he 
was reversed; but does not the hon. 


Member think it would have been right 
and proper to say that he was reversed 
by a majority of one, that four judges in 
the High Court of Appeal were against 
him, and that three—the Lord Chan- 
cellor of Ireland, the Master of the Rolls, 
and Mr. Justice Holmes—agreed with 
him in his interpretation of the law ? 
Is it to be said when such men of repute 
in the law agree with a judge that he is 
to be attacked in this House as if he were 
idle and perverse in the discharge of his 
duty? Then the hon. Member declares 
that some change has been made in the 
schedule. The Act lays down that there 
shall be specified * the annual sum of the 
improvements made, wholly or partly, 
by the tenant, and with respect to each 
such improvement the nature, character, 
and present capital value thereof, and 
the increased letting value due thereto.” 
That is all that there is in the Act. 
Under that Act there is a schedule 
drawn up. That schedule has not in 
form been changed, though | understood 
the hon. Member to say that it had. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Oh, no. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It has been 
changed to meet the requirements of the 
Local Government Act. but not as far 
as it relates to this section of the Act of 
1891. The hon. Member maintains 
that that form has been filled in in a 
different manner. When was the last 
hearing of this case of Adams v. Dun- 
seath 2? It was in 1899. The hon. 
Member alleges that after that a change 
was made; so that this change, if it be a 
change, is not of sufficient duration to 
account for all the evils which he has 


urged against the land system. It is a 
question only of a few months. In this 


case of Adams v. Dunseath the Court 
found, as the law directs, that the pre- 
sent capital value of Adams's improve- 
ment was £144, and that the increased 
letting value was £7 4s. Of that they 
allowed the tenant £6, and they divided 
the £1 4s. But the case which followed 
‘that, and on which the hon. Member 
Stauth Day. 
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rested the whole of his argument, was a 
case in which the present capital value 
was £30, and the increased letting value 
£1 10s., and the whole of that was given 
tothetenant. Let me tell the House that 
this is the merest piece of academic logo- 
machy. Anyone who knows Ireland 
knows that the cases where a tenant can 
add more than 5 per cent. to the letting 
value of the holding can be counted on 
the fingers of one hand. It is an 
academic case, and the hon. Member 
admits it. Immediately after the Morley 
Commission had sat, the hon. Member 
returned to Ireland, was interviewed, 
and on this very point of Adams +. 
Dunseath he used words to the effect 
that the question was purely academic. 
Mr. Justice Bewley, who appeared before 
the Morley Commission, used the very 
same phrase. Even in the richer coun- 
ties of Ireland the cases are rare where a 
tenant can add more than 5 per cent. 


to the letting value of his holding. The 
hon. Member has said that in Ulster 


there have been twelve years of wrong- 
doing, because this academic point has 
been decided first one way and then the 

‘ other, and ultimately, by a majority of 
one, against Mr. Justice Meredith. 
that was one case that I was bound. deal- 
ing with the speech of the hon. Member, 
to reply to, but in replying to it I fear I 
have made—I have driven to 
make—a great demand on the patience 
of the House. 

Next, the hon. Member—I am taking 
the cases in reverse order—dealt with a 
case which, as it seemed to the House, 
appeared to be the best instance at his 
disposal ; it was the best arrow in his 
quiver. It was the case of McCluggage. 

Let me put it plainly to the House in as 
few words as need be. The case was this : 
The tenant paid for his farm, betore 


been 


a fair rent was fixed, a rent of £27. After 
the first fair rent was fixed, that sum 
of £27 was reduced to £18. When 


the period of revision came round again. 
this sum of £18 was further reduced to 
£10 10s. a year by the Sub-Commis- 


sioners. The result of all this was a 


reduction in the rent of over 61 per cent. 
On that the landlord appealed—well, 
after all, we have given him the right to 
appeal—and the result of the appeal was 
that the rent was raised to £12 10s. Was 
it right to say on such a case as this that 


Mr. Wyndham, 
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the whole intention of Parliament has 
been defeated—that the Land Courts are 
a delusion anda snare? And all because 
a man who originally paid £27 a year— 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL : Being robbed. 
Mr.WYNDHAM: This man was offered 


a very large sum for his tenant right, and 
now we are told because his rent, formerly 
£27, was raised on appeal from £10 10s, 
,to £12 10s., the whole object of the Act 
was defeated. Willthe hon. Member- 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL : That is not my 
point at all. The hon. Gentleman must 
not misrepresent me. My point was an 
entirely different one. I said that four 
expert land valuers had examined the 
land, and that their valuation was over- 
ridden by people who knew nothing 
about land, and the rent increased 20 per 
cent. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Then if we follow 
that argument to its logical conclusion 
there is no need for a Court of Appeal. 
We spent £130,000 for the express pur- 
pose of dealing with these cases only a few 
years ago, and we have only succeeded in 
creating tribunals which have no value, 
I leave that case on which the hon. 
Member so much relied to the fair judg- 
ment of the House. I ask whether in 
this country, whether in any country in 
the world, there are not many men who 
go to law who would consider themselves 
very lucky if they gained a reduction of 
from £27 to £12, the cost of the litigation 
being paid by the taxpayers at large? 
The hon. Member spoke of Mr. Justice 
toss, but perhaps I ought to pass over 
his attack on that judge. [An IRISH 
Memper : Say a few words upon it.] | 
will accept your invitation. The hon. 
Member for South Tyrone made an 
attack upon this judge, but—- 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I 
that. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes; but I think 
when a judge is attacked and the attack 
withdrawn the House should know the 
facts. Only in December last the hon. 
Member charged Mr. Justice Ross—— 
{An Irish Member : He withdrew that.| 
I have said he withdrew it, but 
I think that the House, who listened 
to a charge made by the hon. Member 


withdrew 
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on another learned judge this after-. 


noon which has not been withdrawn, 
should know that he levelled another 
charge at another ji.dge—a_ charge 
levelled by the hon. Member, who claims 
with a great deal of justice to be well 
versed in the whole system of land legis- 
lation—and that he withdrew it a week 
afterwards. 

made a 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I 


mistake. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The charge was 
that the judge had declared a certain 
section—— [Interruption from the Irish 
benches.} I hope hon. Members from 
Ireland will not think I am urging this as 
a charge against the hon. Member for 
South Tyrone. I am urging it because 
[ think that an hon. Member who brings 
a charge against a judge and withdraws 
itin a week, when he comes to this House 
and brings a charge against another 
judge, should have his words discounted 
to a certain extent. It is clear that his 
impetuosity in this matter has carried 
him very far. I know that he is sincere, 
I know that he wishes to benefit the 
Ulster tenants and the tenants of Ireland, 
but in that wish he has been carried a 
great deal further than perhaps he him- 
self imagines. 

I leave that part of the Amendment— 
the attack on the administration of the 
Land Acts and the Fair Rent Acts. 

What is the plan suggested? With all 
this experience of what compulsion 
means—because it has been pointed out 
that the Fair Rent Acts are compulsory 
-we are now asked to make purchase 
compulsory also. Many of the hon. 
Members who have addressed the House 
have said that the Fair Rent Acts have 
worked badly, but that the Purchase Acts 
have worked well. I wondered that 
nobody paused to consider that there was 
a great difference between the Fair Rent 
Acts and the Purchase Acts—namely, 
that the one is compulsory and that the 
other is voluntary. If you make the 
Purchase Acts compulsory, you will have 
to safeguard them in the same elaborate 
way as you have had to safeguard the 
Fair Rent Acts. If you cannot allow a 


man's income, or the annual rent which 
4 man has to pay, to be assessed without 
giving the right of appeal and spending a 
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million and a half of money on seeing 
that every possible legal point may be 
raised, what safeguard do you not think 
you will have to apply when you propose 
to place the capital value of the whole of 
Ireland into the Land Court ? Knowing 
how mischievous the Land Act of 1881 
was, the Unionist party fifteen vears ago 
adopted purchase as its policy. It did it 
for two reasons—in order, as the hon. 
Member who moved the Amendment 
desires, to create a proprietary peasantry, 
but also, as I think, to find an exit out of 
this limbo of litigation into which the 
land of Ireland had been plunged by the 
Act of 1881. That Act drove political 
economy out of the door, and it was very 
soon found that you had to open a 
window to let it back. You cannot con- 
duct the chief industry of any country if 
you do not allow one man to sell for a 
price which he can afford to accept, and if 
you do not allow another man to buy for 
a price which he can afford to pay. If we 
apply compulsion to purchase, which, so 
far, has succeeded, we shall exclude that 
element—each man’s willingness or un- 
willingness to buy or sell, each man’s 
knowledge of his own interest and 
resources will be eliminated, and, in place 
of that, we must substitute a system of 
inspection, of value and of appeal, which 
will be more costly, more dilatory, and 
more precarious than the very system 
which the mover and the seconder of this 
Amendment challenged to-night. 

The hon. Member for South Tyrone 
objects to the quotation of his earlier 
speeches, and if I do it now it is only be- 
cause he has put my argument far 
better than I could put it myself. He 
referred to the compulsory purchase, as 
it is called, which was carried out in 
Prussia. It was a compulsion far sim- 
pler than that we are now invited to 
undertake, but, as the hon. Member 
himself pointed out, that system was 
adopted in 1807, and it was not com- 
pleted until 1850. The hon. Member 
then pointed out that we must begin 
somewhere, and that the claim on the 
part of the poorer part of Ireland would 
be urged with such insistence that it 
would be impossible to deal with richer 
Ulster until you had dealt with im- 
poverished Mayo and impoverished Con- 
naught. I pass by the rest of the hon. 
Member’s speech, but the end of it I 


Sixth Day. 
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must ask the House to listen to. The 
hon. Member says :—‘* We must prove 
our case; we must not consider its 
utility ; we must prove.that it is practi- 
cable, that it can be worked out.”” Has 
the hon. Member advanced that proof 
either this evening or during the whole 
course of his campaign? I pass by the 
difficulty of the 120, 130, or 150 millions 
of rent. I pass by the difficulty of the 
proof of title, and | come down to where 
the hon. Member says that all land is to 
be sold except town parks and demesne 
land. Why is a man not to sell his 
demesne land if he wishes? Then the 
hon. Member says that all holdings of 
100 acres or under are to be sold to the 
tenant. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: When did I 
say that / 


Mr. WYNDHAM: At Clogher. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: No, I did ont 
say that. I am perfectly certain I said 
all tenanted land except demesne land 
and town parks. And I also exempted 
the western area, which requires special 
treatment. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have the hon. 
Member’s speech here. He said, * All 
holdings over 100 acres were to be sold 
at prices fixed by the Land Commission 
at the actual value of the land.” 


Mr. T. W. 


misquotation. 


RUSSELL : 


That is a 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Then I will not 
pursue that further. He dealt only with 
tenanted land. He put forward no 
proposal as to land that was not tenanted. 
He did not attempt, I think, to deal with 
this question. In fact, he wished to 
sell the existing holdings to the 
existing tenants. Is it worth while 
hypothecating £120.000,000 for that 
purpose? There are in Ireland, not 
only in the congested districts, small 
holdings, impoverished holdings, and, 
therefore, squalid holdings, each with a 
family upon it of five or eight persons, 
and with not one of which can any of 
those families hope to rise to an ampler 
or a higher life. If you are going to risk 


£120,000,000, if you are going to work 
compulsion for twenty-five years—and 


Mr. Wyndham. 
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I defy you to do it at a greater pace than 
| £5,000,000 a year—is it worth risking 
that sum, and the labour involved, in 
order to leave Ireland in precisely the 
position she is in at this moment? The 
hon. Member waved that problem away. 
He said probably the western area would 
have to be dealt with by the Congested 
Districts Board, and might involve 
special treatment. Yes, Sir, but the 
hon. Member has not looked too closely 
into his own problem. Out of 486,000 
holdings in Ireland there are 127,000 
holdings of an annual value of £4 and 


the King’s Speech. 


under. But they are not all in the 
congested districts. In the western 


counties, in Donegal, Mayo, and Galway 
there are 45,425 of these holdings. 
But in Ulster itself, excluding Donegal, 
there are 21,700 holdings of less annual 
' value than £4, and in the rest of Ireland, 
excluding Ulster and the congested 
districts, there are 66,900 of these hold- 
ings. I ask the House to consider—Is it a 
question of rent? The average rent of 
these 127,000 holdings, each, L suppose, 
supporting some five persons—the aver- 
age rent of a quarter of a million of 
people—is £3 a year for a family. That 
is 1s. 2d. a week, 2d. a day, lodging 
money paid by a family for a miserable 
holding, I agree. You cannot neglect 
this side of the problem. If you are to 
risk £120,000,000, and to plunge the 
whole land of Ireland into the limbo of 
litigation, are you to leave that problem 
untouched? If you abolish all rent, 
what becomes of the main plea put 
forward by thehon. Member in regard 
to the jealousy of the man on one side of 
the wall for the man on the other side of 
the wall? Suppose one of these families 
succeed in purchasing their holding 
at fifteen years’ purchase, what is the 
difference? The man over the wall is 
paying 2d. a day, and they are paying 
five farthings. It is ludicrous. It is 
insane to ask this country to undertake 
such a heavy monetary charge, apart 
from all precedent, to plunge Ireland 
into fresh years of litigation, and then 
not to touch what, in my opinion, is the 
sore which must be healed if ever we are 
to settle the Irish land question. 


Mr. HALDANE (Haddingtonshire): 
On one point I notice that the Chief Secre- 
tary has found himself in entire agree- 
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ment with the right hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the House. Both of them 
have felt thedifticulty of the situation with 
which they are face to face. When you 
have over 90 per cent. of the representa- 
tives of a country asking for a remedy 
for what they allege to be a great griev- 
ance you areina difficult position, and I 
do not wonder that not only the Chief 
Secretary but the right hon. Gentleman 
himself made an almost passionate appeal 
to the supporters who sit behind them to 
treat this as a vote of want of confidence. 

[ admit at once that the problem with. 
which the Government finds itself con- 
fronted is a difficult one. I am quite 
aware ot the force there is in what was 
said by the Chief Secretary, that legisla- 
tion of this kind must inevitably lead to a 
sea of litigation and to many difficulties. 
But these difficulties you will have to face 
if you are to grapple with the question of 
Irish land at all. I observed that the 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
House and the Chief Secretary both 
passed criticisms of a scathing order upon 
the Land Act of 1881 ; but what is the 
record of the right hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
site upon this matter? Who was it who 
brought the leaseholders, whom Mr. 
Gladstone excluded, within its provisions, 
and thereby affirmed once more the 
necessity of referring to some principle 
such as that to solve the great difficulty 
with which the administration was con- 
fronted ! 

Then the right hon. Gentleman went 
on to say that the Government had been 
driven by the principle of the Act of 1881 
to the further principle of purchase. 1 
am not surprised at that. I do not won- 
der that they felt that the position estab- 
lished, first by the Act of 1870 and then 
by the subsequent Act of eleven years 
later, marked the transition period and 
inevitably had to lead to something of a 
more far-reaching character ; and to-day 
we find that hon. Members from Ireland 
are almost tumbling over each other in 
their anxiety to vindicate themselves, 
and the Government which some of them 
support, from the plea of being indifferent 
to this question of purchase as an abso- 
lute necessity for the situation. When 
I see 90 per cent. of the Irish Members 
taking a particular view I cannot avoid 
the conclusion that there is some deep- 
seated reason for it. 
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a strong supporter of land purchase. | 
have always felt that a system of dual 
ownership was a system on which you 
could not rest, and which must inevitably 
lead you to take a further step. How do 
we stand at this moment ? We are told 
that it is the decision of a majority of the 
people who elect this Parliament that you 
cannot give a system of government to 
Ireland under which the people of Ireland 
may settle their own affairs. If that is 
so, it seems to me you are under a greater 
obligation to try to mould your Irish 
legislation to the ideas of the people, and, 
in particular, that land legislation which 
perhaps more than any other affects their 
well-being. If you will not allow the 
Irish to manage their own concerns, you 
might at least avoid preferring the in- 
terests of the minority to the interests of 
the majority. 

That is the issue at stake. Let us 
admit frankly that the land legislation 
of 1881 and the subsequent legislation 
extending it has not proved wholly a suc- 
cess. Let us admit, what has been proved 
up to the hilt by the speeches of the hon. 
and learned Member tor Waterford and 
the hon. Member for South Tyrone, that 
we must take some step forward. What 
step? Certainly not a perpetuation of 
dual ownership ; and if you come to the 
conclusion that dual ownership will not 
do, then you must look to the principle 
already adopted by the Government 
themselves. I do not propose to impugn 
the conduct of judges. Judge Meredith 
is no doubt a very able judge, Judge Ross 
| know personally, and both are high- 
minded men. But I think the evidence 
is almost conclusive that the system 
of administering these dual ownership 
Acts has practically broken down. ‘Take 
the Ashbourne Act. What has it done ? 


the King’s Speech. 


It has put the power of selling land in the 


option not of the tenant, but of the land- 
lord. The landlord is preferred, and he is 
told that if he chooses to sell his land he 
shall have the assistance of the State. 
What has been the consequence? The 
Act has been in operation for many years. 
There are no arrears worth calling arrears 
under it, it has practically proved a suc- 
cess, and it has shown that if you govern 
your conduct carefully you can use the 
credit of this country to convert dual into 
single ownership in Ireland. If that 
were done for the sake of getting rid of the 
Sixth Day. 
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ownership of land in favour of the worst 
lass of tenant, it should also be done for 
the benefit of the best class of tenant. 
Let me explain. When you gave the 
option to the landlord to sell his land, 
who was he likely to pick out ?- Of course 
the tenant that was troublesome, and 
from whom he had difficulty in getting 
his rent. You thought it sufficient to 
protect the people of this country that 
you should take measures to enable the 
landlord to sell to the tenant whom he 
was most ready to be quit of, and yet you 
now retuse to interpose the credit of this 
country in the interests of the good 
tenants. I maintain that the distinction 
between these two cases is illogical, and 
cannot be upheld. 

I do not advocate land purchase on 
the footing of any belief that it will 
involve any considerable sacrifice to this 
country to bring it about, but if there 
were to be a sacrifice it would be worth 
making for the prospect of a more peace- 
ful and contented Ireland. The ex- 
perience we have had under the Ash- 
bourne Act has proved almost con- 
clusively that if we take proper steps 
we may interpose the credit of this 
country without any substantial risk of 
loss to the Exchequer. It is all very 
well to talk of liabilities, but what would 
be said of the banker who refused to 
increase a loan when he had assets on the 
other side, and we all know that in this 
matter the State has a good safe asset. 
If that be the general principle, it seems 
to me we ought to do what we can to give 
effect to it. It is not enough to take up 
the attitude of the Chief Secretary and 
the right hon. Gentleman the Leader of 
the House. I listened to their speeches, 
and I| did not hear from them that any- 
thing substantial was to be done to get 
rid of the impossible condition of things 
existing in Ireland. I did not hear the 
Chief Secretary announce any measure. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: A measure is men- 


tioned in the King’s Speech. 


Mr. HALDANE: The King’s Speech 
is an extremely vague document, and 
it is singularly barren of promise of legis- 
lation for Ireland. We know nothing 
of the measure to which the Speech re- 
ferred. 


Address in Answer to 


Mr. WYNDHAM: When I move for 
Jeave to bring in the Bill will be the 


Mr. Haldane. 
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‘proper occasion for describing the inten- 
tions of the Government. 


the King’s Speech. 


Mr. HALDANE: Then the right 
hon. Gentleman asks us to act on faith, 
But what are the prospects! The right 
hon. Gentleman made no attempt to get 
rid of this Amendment by telling the 
Irish Members that he was going to 


propose something substantial. They 
cannot be expected to take things on 
trust. One of their most pressing 


grievances is the Irish University ques- 
tion, and there was no hint or indication 
in the King’s Speech that the Govern- 
ment are going to follow up the policy 
which the right hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the House identified himself 
very warmly with some time ago. How, 
therefore, can you expect them to accept 
the promises you give them in the matter 
of land legislation ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman has made a_ personal refer- 
ence to myself which is perfectly as- 
tounding. He knows perfectly well that 
every word | said on the Irish University 
question, and to which I adhere, was 
not said by me asa member o. the Govern- 
ment at all. 


Mr. HALDANE: Yes, on the Irish 
University question the right — hon. 
Gentleman carefully stated that he 


spoke for himself, but we all hoped until 
recently that his party were about to 
accept his opinion, and if that hope had 
not been entertained a great deal more 
would have been heard of the question. 
We are told that the King’s Speech con- 
tains a promise for the redress ot this land 
grievance, and we are asked to hold our 
hands. That is too vague. We are face 
to face in Ireland with a state of affairs 
which, unless some definite steps are 
taken, will result in a standstill. It is 
plain that the machinery provided by 
the Act of 1881 is not enough. That 1s 
shown conclusively. 

We have in Ireland two classes dia- 
metrically opposed to one another. One 
class consists of the vast majority of the 
people; the other is a small class. | 
have always believed that Irish landlords 
should not be made scapegoats, but 
that they should have justice done to 
them. I am aware that the business of 
governing Ireland from Westminster 
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must continue to be a very difficult one. 


Why make it more difficult by refusing | 
strikes me as governing the whole situa- 
tion is one which was very forcibly put 


to deal with a grievance such as this? 
There are two obstacles worth con- 
sidering in the way of a measure of this 
kind. One is that a large number of the 
[rish landlords are mortgagors, and it 
is said that if you reduce their income by 
giving them Consols they will be in an | 
intolerable position. I think that would 
be so, but I assume this motion means 
that you are going to pay out the mort- 
vages, and make a clean sweep of the 
matter, and if you do that I do not see 
any difficulty in dealing with the Irish 
landlords who are mortgagors. They 
will get the value of the equity of re- 
demption, and they are entitled to. 
claim nothing else. Then it is said that 
a considerable amount of land in Ireland 
is untenanted. That is quite true, and 
| should hope that those landlords who 
have no tenants would more and more 
become one, politically and socially. with 
the people among whom they live, with 
a view to bringing about contentment 
in Ireland. I have never been sanguine 
of the possibility of making Ireland a 
rich, prosperous, and contented country, 
hecause the causes of its present con- 
dition are of long standing, but this I do 
think. that when, short of Home Rule, 
which this House has elected to decide 
against, you have a practical proposition 
upon which a very large number of the 
people of Ireland are agreed—a larger 
number than had previously been in 
agreement—I feel that it is an oppor- 
tunity that should not be lost. If the 
Government cannot go further, they 
can at least take steps towards dealing 
with a grievance which is felt throughout 
Ireland, which is protested against by 
Members from Ulster as well as by 
Members from the other provinces of | 
Ireland, and which is ripe for solution. 
I. for my part, while recognising the 
difficulties of the Government in attempt- 
ing a solution of this matter, feel that the 
balance of the merits of the case are with 
those who have brought forward this 
proposal. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN | 
(Stirling Burghs): I should have sought | 
an opportunity of speaking earlier had | 
I not believed that the debate on this | 
most important matter would have gone | 
over more than one night. | 
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Of all the points that have been urged 
on the House to-night, that which most 


in the two brilliant speeches with which 
the debate opened, but of which we have 
heard very little since. It is the very 
simple fact that this represents the desire 
of 95 per cent. of the Irish Members. 
Now, | have always been one of those who 
have supported the desire expressed by 
the large majority of the Irish Members 
that they should be endowed with the 
power of managing their own domestic 
affairs—I have always put that fact in 
the very forefront as the strongest reason 
why their demand should have received 
greater consideration than it did in the 
past. If the representation of these 
people is to be of any value, when we 


have such a remarkable consensus of 
opinion, when we find men in _ the 
country and Members in this House 


who have hitherto been accustomed to 
act in diametrical opposition to each other 
agreed upon this question, surely that 
is the very strongest argument for the 
favourable consideration of this motion 
by the House. There is one case. and one 
case only, in which that could be set 
aside, but I will come to that later. 

On the merits of the case, and passing 
over the administration of previous Acts, 
and coming to the existing situation in 
Ireland, a very singular point strikes me. 
We have already passed several Purchase 
Bills enabling the tenant to buy from his 
landlord, if he is willing to sell, on certain 
terms. Those terms are such that the 
annual payment that the tenant has to 
make is less than the fixed rent which he 
was before paying. So that you have 
this position. Two tenants are living 
alongside of each other, and the landlord 
of one has been able and willing to sell, 
and after the arrangement has been 
made this tenant pays, we are told to- 
night, only 12s. in the pound of the 
rental that he formerly paid and of the 
rent that his neighbour pays, and not 
only so, but he pays it for a definite term 
of years, and at the end of that term the 
land becomes his for ever. His neighbour, 
however, goes on paying the 20s. in the 
pound of his fixed rent, and no number 
of years that may pass over his head 
alters his position. I maintain that that 


|is a position of things which cannot 


Stath Day. 
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conduce either to the contentment, | 
peace, or prosperity of Ireland. I think 


that is a better argument than all the 
technical pleas that have been urged, and 
having begun with this process of land 
purchase, therefore, having induced Par- 
liament to pass measures involving stress, 
no doubt, on the Imperial Exchequer 
and other sources, to create this anoma- 
lous state of things, you must go on with 
it, and go on with it as rapidly as possible, 
and in such a way and degree as to put 
an end to this anomaly. I do not mean 
to say—the point was raised by the Chief 
Secretary—in regard to very small 
holdings, where something is paid in 
some cases that may be called a rent 
which is not a rent at all, but rather a 
sort of fine that is imposed on the attach- 
ment of a man and his family to the 
place where they live, that that class of 
property might not be dealt with ex- 
ceptionally ; but the great mass of 
tenants surely are entitled, whatever the 
position of their landlord, to have the 
same advantage the one as the other. 


That being the policy, and in view of 
the condition of the Irish people and 
the contentment of Ireland, what is 
there to be said against it? There is 
this to be said against it, and this only : 
that there may be danger of loss of money 
to the Imperial Exchequer. There is, | 
have said, one case in which the 
ascertained, constitutionally expressed, 
moderately preferred desire of the Irish 
people might be set aside. That would 
be the case where it involved something 
beyond the limits of Ireland, and some- 
thing bringing general danger or loss. 
it be may so here ; it is quite possible, 
as the Leader of the House said, that 
if a large step forward is taken in this 
direction there may be no longer the 
same immunity from loss that we have 
seen in the past, but if it be so | answer 
that you are committed to it already. 
You should have thought of that before. 
There is nothing now to do except to 
go through with it and establish some- 
thing like prosperity among the Irish 
people. For these reasons—and that 
is my object, that is the personal view 
I take of it—I shall for my part vote for 
the Amendment, because it is only in 
this way that the great object which we 
desire can be attained. 


Sir H. Camphell- Bannerman. 
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Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, 8); 
I have listened with very great care 


to the speech of the right hon. Gentle- 
man who has just sat down, and I must 
confess I am entirely in the dark at 
the present moment as to his position, or 
whether he means that he himself or 
his party have made a considerable ad- 
vance on the question of land purchase 
in Ireland since the last occasion on 
which he addressed the House on the 
subject, in 1892. I think he has left 
myself and many other hon. Members 
near me in doubt as to whether his 
speech was merely a declamatory ex- 
pression of his views, not to be followed 
by any action by him or his party if 
they came into power. What I wish to 
ask, and what Iam sure the House would 
like to know from some other right 
hon. Gentleman opposite, is,if the fortune 
of party turns, has the right hon. Gentle- 
man to-night pledged his party to imme- 
diately carry into effect the policy which 
underlies the Amendment of the hon. 
Member for Waterford, and which has 
been expounded in Ulster by the hon. 
Member for South Tyrone. That 
policy has been placed with absolute dis- 
tinctness and clearness by the hon. 
Member for South Tyrone before the 
farmers of Ulster and of Ireland. He 
says that a condition of things exists 
in Ireland which makes it absolutely 
necessary that there must be not only 
purchase but compulsory purchase, 
and not only compulsory purchase but 
immediate compulsory purchase. We 
, have heard to-night the answer of the 
| Government. We have heard the speech 
of the right hon Gentleman the Leader 
of the Opposition, but I do not think that 
anyone yet understands whether he has 
pledged himself or his party, if they 
come into power, to carry out imme- 
diately a policy of compulsory purchase 
in Ireland involving a sum of over one 
hundred million sterling. The policy 
which has been propounded in Ulster 
by the hon. Member for South Tyrone is 
not merely an enlargement of the Volun- 
tary Purchase Acts, it is that com- 
pulsion is necessary. [Several Hon. 
Members : Divide, divide !] Hon. Mem- 
bers themselves state that this matter 
is of the greatest possible importance, 
and I am going to take advantage of this 
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opportunity to express my opinion saat Question put, 
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(Juestion put accordingly, * That those 


words be there added.” 
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Bowles, Capt. H. F.(Middlesex) 
Bowles, T. Gibson(King’sLynn) 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. Jolin 
3rook tield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh. 
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| The House divided :—Ayes, 140 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. 6.) 


O’Brien, William (Cork) 
O'Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
(Doherty, William 
(YDonnell, John (Mayo, 5.) 
O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

(’ Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, James( Roscommon. 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
(Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 
Palmer,GeorgeW m.( Reading) 
Partington, Oswald, 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, JohnE.( Waterford) 
Redinond, William (Clare) 
Riekett, J. Compton 

Roelre, John 

Sumuel, S. M.(Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shipman, Dr. John 

Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Teonant. Harold John 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthy 
Thomas,J.A.(Glamorgan G.) 
Thompson, E.C.(MonaghanN. 
Tompkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. Rt.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wodehouse, Hn. Armine( Essex 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. T. W. Russell and 
Captain Donelan. 


Bull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 

‘arlile, William Walter 
‘autley, Henry Strother 
‘avendish, R. F. (N. Lanes. ) 
‘avendish, V.C. W( Derbyshire 
‘ecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh ((ireenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,.J. Austen (Wore, 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 


~—_ aa 





809 Adjournment of 
Chapman, Edward 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dewar, T. R.(T’rH’mP’ts,8.Geo. 
Dic — Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John kK. D. Wingtield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir Jolin Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord,SirW illiam Theodore 
Durning-Lawrenee, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Win. H. 
Everton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
oe rr, Greor re Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
I ‘eliowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.Sird.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 
Vinlay,Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Vison, Frederick William 
litzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 
Carlit, William 
Godson, Sir Augustus rederick 
(cordon, Hn. J. E.(Elgin& Naim 
epee teae pany 2a 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rIPimts 





(ore, Hon. F. Ss. Ormsby 
CGorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, Sirk. W( Bry. Edivds 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Groves, James Grimble 
(iuest, Hon. [vor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain. Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton, Rtn. LordG(Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marq.of( L’donderry 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris,F. Leverton (‘Tynem’th 
Hashumn, Sir Alfred S. 
Heath.James(Staffords.,N.W. 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hernnon-Hodge, Rbt. Trotter 
Hoare. Edw Brodie( Hainpstead 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hoge, Lindsay 

HopeJ.P. (Sheflield Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 


Main Question again proposed. 


Debate arising; and, 


midnight, the debate stood adjourned, 


Jettreys, 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Morton 


{COMMONS} 


Howard, Capt. J.(Kent,Fav’sh. 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil | 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Arthur Frederick 


Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo. T.( Denbigh 


Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W(Salop) | 


Keswick, W illiam 
Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 


Lainbton, Hon. Frederick Wim. 


Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, William F. 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, tt. Hn. WilliamEdwH. 
Lee,Capt A. H.(HantsFarehm 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 


| 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S, 


Gerald Walter Erskine 
Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Lowther, Rt. Hn. James (Kent) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkinan 


Loder, 
Long, 


Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft | 


Lueas, Reginald J. (Portsm’th) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Maecdona, John Cumming 
Maelver, David (L iverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 


M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool | 


M‘Calmont.Col..J. (Antrim, FE. 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W.) 
M‘killop, James(Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Riehard Bidduiph 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Duinfriessh. 
Melville, Berestord Valentine 
Mildinay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hn. SirFredrick G. 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Vietor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 


Montagu, Hn. J.Seott (Hants) | 


Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 

Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 


Morton, ArthurH. A.( Deptford 


Moulton, John Fletcher 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) 
Peel, Hon. Wim. KR. Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S, G. 


being after 


Debate to be 


the House. 
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Penn, John 
Perey, Earl 
Snag Richard 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Shar) 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
| Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Radcliffe, R. F. 
Rasch, Somes Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James F arquharson 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley, Samuel F. (Bethnaltse nu 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T. 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler,Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sandys, Lieut,-Col. Thos. Myles 
Saunderson, Rt. Hon. Col. E.J 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H.( Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, HC. (N’th’mb. Tyneside 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks, 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes) 
Stirling-Maxwell, SirJoln M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.JG.(Oxfd Univ. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tafnell, Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. W "illiam Hall 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Wason,John Cathcart(Orkney 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton-under-L. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York,E.I. ) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasvow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. ( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young,Commander (Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anscuruther. 


resumed to-morrow. 


Adjourned at Twenty-five minutes 


after Twelve of the clock. 
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Private Bill 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, 22nd February, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL B 


ISINESS. 


The LoRD CHANCELLOR acquainted | 
the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- | 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certifi- 
cates from the Examiners that the Stand- 
ing Orders applicable to the following 
Bills have been complied with :— 

Aire and Calder Navigation. 

Albion Steam Coal Company. 

Aldeburgh Corporation (Water). 

Aldershot Gas and Water. 


Alexandra (Newport and South Wales) 


Docks and Railways. 
Alfreton Gas. 
Arlesey Gas. 
Aspatria, Silloth, and District Water. 
3arrow-in-Furness Corporation. 
Bath Gas Light and Coke. 
Belfast Harbour. | 
Bethlerm Hospital. 
Bideford and Clevelly Railway (Aban- 
donment). 
Bideford and Clovelly Railway (Exten- 
sion of Time), ete. 
Bingley Urban District Council. 
3lackburn Corporation. 
Blackpool Improvement. 
3olton Corporation. 
Journemouth Corporation 
Bradford Corporation. 
Bridewell Hospital. 
Brighton Corporation. 
Bristol, Clifton, and West of England 
Zoological Society. 
Bristol Corporation Cemetery. 
sristol Corporaticn (Docks and Rail- 
ways, ete.) 
British Gas Light Company (Hull Sta- 
tion). 
British Westinghouse Electric 
Manufacturing Company. 
Broadstairs and St. Peter’s Water and 
Improvement. 
Burgess Hill Water. 
Burton-upon-Trent Corporation. 
Bury Corporation. 
Bury Corporation Tramways. 
Cardiff Corporation. 
Cardiff Railway. 
Central London Railway. 
Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead 
Railway (No. 1). 
Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead | 
Railway (No. 2). 
VOL, LXXXIX. 


and 
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Charing Cross, Hammersmith, and Dis- 
trict Electric Railway. 

Chester Gas. 

Chesterfield Improvement. 

Christ’s Hospital (London). 

City and Brixton Railway. 

City and North-East Suburban Electric 
Railway. 

City and South London Railway. 

City of London (Spitalfields Market). 

Cleveland and Durham County Electric 
Power. 

Colwyn Bay and Colwyn Urban Dis- 
trict Gas. 

Cork, Blackrock, and Passage Railway. 

Crawley Gas. 

Cromer Water. 

Derby Corporation. 

Derbyshire and Nottinghamshire Elec- 
tric Power. 

Derwent Valley Water Board. 

Devonport Corporation (Gas). 

Devonport Gas and Coke. 

District Messenger and Theatre Ticket 
Company. 

Doncaster Tithe Trust. 

Dorking Gas. 

Dover Cor poration. 

Dover Gas. 

Dover Harbour. 

Dublin Corporation (Markets, ete.). 

Dublin (Equalisation of Rates). 

Dublin Port and Docks Board. 

Dublin St. James’ Gate Brewery Tram- 
ways. 

East Middlesex 
Councils). 

Easton and Church Hope Railway. 

Eccles Corporation. 

Elland Gas. 

Fairford and Cirencester Railway. 

Faversham Water. 

Folkestone Corporation. 

Freshwater, Yarmouth, and Newport 
Railway. 

Gas Light and Coke Company. 

Gateshead and District Tramways. 

Golborne Gas. 

Gravesend Gas. 

Great Central Railway. 

Great Eastern Railway. 

Great Northern Railway. 

Great Southern and Western Railway. 

Great Western Railway. 

Handsworth Urban District Council. 

Harpenden District Gas. 

Harrogate Water. 

Hartlepools Gas and Water (Transfer). 

Heckmondwike Gas (Transfer). 

$4, 


Electricity (District 
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Henry Diaper and Company (Delivery 
Warrants). 
Heywood and 

Board. 
Honley Urban District Council (Gas). 
Horley District Gas. 

Hull, Barnsley, and West 

Junction Railway and Dock. 
Humber Commercial Railway and 

Dock. 

Ilkeston and Heanor Water Board. 

Irish Presbyterian Church. 

Islington and Euston Railway. 

Kettering Urban District Water. 

Kingscourt, Keady, and Armagh Rail- 
way. 

King’s Norton and Northfield Urban 

District Tramways. 

King’s Road Railway. 
Kingston-upon-Hull Corporation. 
Lancashire and Yorkshire Ruilway 

(Dearne Valley Junction Railways). 
Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway 

(Various Powers). 

Leatherhead Gas. 

Leeds Churches. 

Leeds Corporation (General Powers). 
Leeds Corporation Water. 
Llandrindod Wells Urban 

Council Water. 
Llandrindod Wells Water. 
Llanelly and Mynydd Mawr Railway. 
Llanelly Harbour. 

London and India Docks (Lighterage 

Rates, ete. ). 

London and India Docks (New Works, 
etc. ). 

London and North-Western Railway. 

London Bridge Widening. 

London, Brighton, and South 

Railway. 

London (City) School for Orphans of 

Freemen. 
London County 

Powers). 
London County Couneil 

Market). 

London Riverside Fish Market. 

London, Tilbury,and Southend Railway. 

London Water (Purchase of Companies). 

Long Eaton Gas. 

Lowestoft Corporation. 

Lynton and Barnstaple Railway. 

Manchester and Liverpool — Electric 
Express Railway. 

Manchester Corporation. 

Manchester (Market Street Area) Im- 
provements. 

Mansfield Corporation. 

Margate Corporation. 


Middleton Water 


Riding 


District 


Coast 


Council (General 


(Spitalfields 
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Mersey Docks and Harbour Board. 

Metropolitan District Railway. 

Metropolitan Electric Supply. 

Metropolitan Railway. 

Metropolitan Water Companies (Amend- 
ment of Acts). 

Midland Railway. 

Milford Docks. 

Mond Gas. 

Neath Harbour. 

Newecastle-upon-Tyne and Gateshead 
Gas. 

Newport (Isle of Wight) Gas. 

Newry Port and Harbour Trust. 

New Swindon Gas. 

Nitrate Railways Company. 

North-East London Railway. 

North-Eastern Railway. 

Nottingham Corporation. 

Notting Hill Electric Lighting. 

Oakham Water. 

Omagh Gas. 

Otley Gas. 


Pembroke Urban District Council 
(County of Dublin). 

Petersfield and Selsey Gas. 

Piccadilly and City Railway. 

Portmadoc, Beddgelert, and South 


Snowdon Railway. 

Poulton-le-Fylde Gas. 

Prestatyn Water. 

Rhy! Bridge. 

Rhyl Improvement. 

Rhymney and Aber Valleys Gas and 
Water. 

Richmond Gas. 

Rickmansworth and Uxbridge Valley 
Water. 

Ripon Corporation. 

Royal Exchange Assurance. 

Rugby Water and Improvement. 

St. Bartholomew’s Hospital. 

Salford Corporation. 

Shannon Water and Electric Power. 

Shettield Corporation. 

Sheftield District Railway. 

Shields Bridge. 

Shipley Improvement. 

Shireoaks, Laughton, and Maltby Rail- 
way. 

Shrewsbury Gas. 

Smethwick Corporation. 

Southampton and Winchester Great 
Western Junction Railway. 

South Eastern and London, Chatham. 
and Dover Railways. 

South Essex Water. 

South Metropolitan Gas. 

Southport Water (Transfer). 





St 
St 


Tot 
I 
Wa 
Wa 
We 
Wel 
We: 
Wes 
Wes 
Wis 
Wol 
R 
Wol 
Yor] 


And t 
Orders 
have nc 


3irm 
Bron 
wa 
Caml] 
Cowe 
Harr 
Mers 
(Ca 
Searb 
South 
Sutto 
(W, 
Tynes 
West 


Rai 


The s 
Table, 











cil 


ith 


ind 


lev 


tail- 


reat 


1am, 











815 The Royal {22 Fepruary 1901} Declaration. 816 
South-Western and Isle of Wight Junc- | ROLL OF THE LORDS. 
tion Railway. | The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted the 


Stalybridge, Hyde, Mossley, and Dukin- | House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
field Tramways and Electricity had prepared and laid it on the Table. 
Board. |The same was ordered to be printed. 

Stockport Corporation Water. |(No. 12.) 

Stratford-upon-Avon, Towcester, and | =e 
Midland Junction, East and West 
Junction and Evesham, Redditch and 
Stratford-upon-Avon Junction Rail- 
way Companies. 

Stratton and Bude Gas. 

Stratton and Bude Improvement. 

Stroud Gas. 


POST OFFICE (TELEGRAPHS). 
Accounts showing the gross amount 
received and expended on account of the 
Telegraph Service during the year ended 
31st March, 1900. Laid before the 
House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to 


Swanage Gas and Water. lie on the Table. 
Swansea Harbour. | 
Taff Vale Railway. THE ROYAL DECLARATION AGAINST 


Tees Valley Water Board. 

Tendring Hundred Water. 

Thames Deep Water Dock. 

Thames Lightermen. 

Thames Piers and River Service. 
Torrington and Okehampton Railway. 
Tottenham and Hampstead Junction 


ROMAN CATHOLICISM. 
Lorp BRAYE, who had the following 
question on the Paper— 
“To ask the Prime Minister whether 
he can hold out hope that the Govern- 
ment will speedily introduce into Parlia- 


Railway /ment a measure to wholly abolish the 
Wallasey Improvement. Oath imposed as obligatory ae the 
Warkworth Harbour. Sovereign of this country by Statute 
Wells Corporation Water which was solemnly taken by His Majesty 
Wells Water jthe present King in this Parliament ; 


that is to say, the Oath in which 
West Surrey Water. Almighty God is invoked to bear witness 
Weston-super-Mare Gas. that doctrines held by the Catholic 
Wishach Water. }Churech not only as awful, sacred, and 
Wolverhampton and Cannock Chase | stupendous, but also as vital and funda 
atieray ' mental, are false 
Wolverhampton Corporation Water. | said: My Lords, with the leave of the 
Yorkshire Electric Power. /noble Marquess, I wish to postpone this 
} question untii such time as the Govern- 


West Cumberland Electric Tramways. 


And the Certificate that the Standing ment have had further opportunity for 
Orders applicable to the following Bills | taking the matter to which it refers into 
have not been complied with :—- consideration. The matter is no doubt 


under consideration, owing to a memorial 
or protest signed by a number of Roman 
Catholic Peers against the Oath which 
has been taken in this House by the 
‘ . Sovereign, and I therefore ask leave to 
Cowes Ferry. ' postpone the question until the matter 
Harrogate Corporation. has received further consideration by the 
Mersey Docks and Harbour Board (joyernment. : 


(Canada Dock Works, ete.). 


Birmingham City Tramways. 

Brompton and Piccadilly Cireus Rail- 
way. 

Cambrian Railways. 


Scarborough Electric Tramways. THe PRIME MINISTER anp LORD 
South Yorkshire Electric Power. PRIVY SEAL (The Marquess of SALts- 
Sutton-in-Ashfield = Urban District, pury): My Lords, I do not know 

(Water). i whether there is any object to be gained 
Tyneside Tramways and Tramroads. in delaying the question which the noble 
West and South London Junction | Lord wished to ask, excepting bringing 

Railway. (him down again unnecessarily. Though 


{I am very anxious to give an answer 
The same were ordered to lie on the | which would be satisfactory to the noble 


Table. Lord and his co-religionists, I do not wish 


23L 2 


817 The Royal 


{LORDS} 


818 


Declaration. 


to leave on his mind an impression that ; noble Marquess had acceded to the re- 


there are any doubts in the matter. We 
all of us deplore the language in which 
that Declaration is couched, .and very 
much wish it could be otherwise expressed ; 
but when it comes to altering an enact- 
ment which has now lasted, as far as I 
know, without serious question, 200 years, 
and which was originally included in the 
Bill of Rights, it is a matter which cannot 
be done without very considerable thought. 
We must remember that an enactment of 
that kind represents the passions, feelings, 
and sensibilities of the people by whom it 
was originally caused ; and that these have 
not died out. They are not strong within 
thesewalls ; but thereare undoubtedly parts 
of the country where the controversies 
which the Declaration represents _ still 
flourish, and where the emotions which 
it indicates have not died out. Before an 
enactment is proposed, with all the dis- 
cussion which must precede such an 
enectment, we shall have to consider how 
far it is desirable to light again passions 
which sleep at this moment, for an 
occasion which is not now urgent, and 
which we all earnestly hope may not be 
urgent in our lives. I do not wish to 
debar the noble Lord from any action 
which he may think it right to take; 
but I wish to point out to him the 
extreme difficulties and anxieties which 
would accompany any such attempt. 
With respect to the actual question of 
legislation, I need hardly observe that it 
is rather a question for the House of 
Commons than for us, because here I do 
not imagine there would be any doubt 
whatever about the result of such 
attempted legislation. But I could not 
be certain that a very strong feeling might 
not be excited elsewhere ; and I notice 
that, possibly with a view to that con- 
sideration, the Leader of the other House, 
in answer to a question, said that, at all 
events for the present year, he did not 
see the possibility of having the requisite 
opportunity of bringing the question be- 
fore the House.* I am afraid, therefore, 
however deeply I sympathise with the 
feelings of the noble Lord and wish there 
had been no cause for their being appealed 
to, that my answer would have to be of 
a discouraging character. 


EarL SPENCER: My Lords, I cer- 
tainly should have preferred that the 


* See page 320. 
The Marquess of Salisbury. 


quest of my noble friend who had this 
question on the Paper, and allowed it to 
be adjourned. The noble Marquess has 
said certain things with which no doubt 
I should heartily agree. At the same 
time I do feel that it is important that, 
if possible, the words of this Oath should 
be modified, so as not to give offence, 
which it does give, and rightly gives, to 
the consciences of many of our Roman 
Catholic fellow-countrymen. The noble 
Marquess said, and I most heartily 
agree with him, that he trusts we 
shall not have the necessity of hearing 
the Oath taken again in Parliament for a 
very long time. But if there is anything 
in the contention of those who say that it 
is desirable that the form of the Oath 
should be altered, then I hold it is not 
right to defer its alteration by statute 
much beyond the present time. The noble 
Marquess said it is difficult to alter it on 
account of its great age, and the great 
length of time the Oath has been on the 
Statute-book. Buta great many things 
have to be altered, owing to change of 
circumstances and change of opinion, with- 
out having regard to their origin. I for one 
do not at all agree with what I understand 
from the question of my noble friend is 
his contention—namely, that the Oath 
should be altogether dispensed with. I 
think it is essential, considering the very 
strong feeling on the subject in the 
country, that there should be some oath 
or some declaration which would prevent 
the Throne from being occupied by one 
of the Roman Catholic faith. | While 
I feel that, I also most strongly feel 
that the Oath in its present form is 
unnecessarily offensive to Roman Catho- 
lics ; and although I am a strong Pro- 
testant myself, I do not at all believe in 
the necessity of the continuation of the 
offensive words in the Oath. — I venture 
to press upon the noble Marquess the 
urgent necessity that within a reasonable 
time the Government, with their large 
majority and all their power, should 
look into the matter and endeavour to 
alter the form of the Oath. It is hardly 
necessary for me to point to the great 
change which has taken place within the 
last century on matters of conscience. | 
would only refer to one matter. A much 
greater step than the alteration of the 
words of this Oath was the passing of an 
Act in 1867 or 1868 which enabled a 
Roman Catholie to be Lord Chancellor of 
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Ireland. I was the first and I believe the 
only Lord Lieutenant of Ireland who had 
as a colleague a Roman Catholic Lord 
Chancellor. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND (Lord AsHBoURNE): There has 
been one since. 


EarL SPENCER: The noble and 
learned Lord is quite right. I very well 
recollect the feelings that were excited, 
and I myself was the object of attack on 
that account. ButI venture to say there 
was not a single act of the Irish Govern- 
ment, of which I was at that time the 
head, and of which the noble Duke sitting 
by the side of the Prime Minister was a 
distinguished Member, which affected 
injuriously the interests of the country on 
account of a Roman Catholic being Lord 
Chancellor of Ireland. That was a greater 
change than any mere modification of the 
King’s Oath ; and while, as I have said, I 
consider that some form of oath must 
exist, I hope the Government will refer 
the question to a Committee, or, as I 
should prefer, will take action themselves 
to make the Oath less offensive to Roman 
Catholics. 


Lorp HERRIES: My Lords, I am 
quite sure the Roman Catholics in Eng- 
land will be most grateful to the noble 
Karl for the manner in which he has 
spoken to-night. I did not come down 
to this House prepared to speak, but I 
had already made up my mind to move, 
in the course of this Session, that a Com- 
mittee be appointed consisting, I hope, of 
Members of both parties, including, per- 
haps, the Archbishop of Canterbury, to 
consider what modification it might 
be possible to introduce into the 
Declaration which would make it more 
agreeable to a large portion of His 
Majesty’s subjects. 


[do not think my- | 


self that there can be any objection to | 


that course. I wish your Lordships to 
remember that the Declaration which was 
taken by His Majesty at the opening of 
Parliament is offensive not only to the 
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if any of these Royal personages were to 
die, and there was a Requiem Mass said 
in this country, the King would be ex- 
pected to send his own representative to 
attend what he has branded as an idola- 
trous and superstitious ceremony. Surely 
there is something anomalous in that ; 


,and surely it is possible for the British 


Legislature in this century to make some 
alteration in the Declaration. We do not 
ask you to do away with the Declaration 
altogether. What we ask is that such 
modification should be introduced into 
the Oath as to leave out these offensive 
words. Such an alteration would not in 
the least endanger the religion of the 
majority in this country. It must aston- 
ish a large number of Colonists and also 


a great number of people through- 
out Europe that such a Declaration 
should exist at this time of day 


in this home of religious toleration. 
I have only to add that before the end 
of the session I shall bring this matter 
forward unless I can get some other Peer 
who is likely to have more influence than 
I have to do so; and I hope the Govern- 
ment, who now know that they will also 
have the support of the Opposition, will 
be prepared to assist in the formation of 
a Committee which will receive the 
general approval of all classes, and which 
will, I have no doubt, devise same modi- 
fication of the Oath which will be satis- 
factory to the feelings of the Roman 
Catholics of this country. 


Lorp BRAYE: My Lords, as the noble 
Marquess the Prime Minister has thought 
fit—wisely, perhaps— not to allow me to 
postpone my question, and as a brief dis- 
cussion has been initiated, I may, 
perhaps, venture to ask what is now 
called, I believe, a supplementary ques- 
tion, of which we have heard so much 
lately in another place. Why should 
not this Oath be converted into a Deelara- 
tion? The noble Earl who spoke after 
the noble Marquess rather took exception 
to my wish, as stated in the question, 


that the Oath should be wholly abolished. 


feelings of His Majesty's own subjects, | 
but also to the feelings of many of his | 


nearest relations. Thus, for example, the 
Russian 
consider themselves branded as idolatrous 
and superstitious persons. Indeed, most 
of the Royal families in Europe are by it 
branded as idolatrous and_ superstitious 
persons. The extraordinary thing is that 


| 


Imperial family may equally | 


I do not suggest the possibility or the 


likelihood of the Declaration being 
abolished. What I take exception to is 


the Oath being imposed by statute. An 
oath is a very different thing indeed 
from a Declaration. A Declaration is a 


‘thing within the province of politics, 


| whereas 
' within 





comes 
religion. 


Oath — essentially 
sphere _ of 


an 
the 
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This Oath, imposed by a 
of William and Mary, compels the 


Sovereign to call God to witness that the 


worship and belief and creed of an im- 


mense majority of Christians are idola- | 
trous, including, as the noble Lord who | 


has just spoken pointed out, the whole 

Russian Empire. A Declaration would 

not give offence in the same way as an 

Oath. It is ridiculous to exact from the 

Sovereign a specific oath against two of 

the most precious practices and doctrines 

of the whole Catholic religion. The Oath 
was made compulsory to exclude by 
specific words the descendants of Charles 

I. from claiming the Throne of England. 

Does any person out of a lunatic asylum 

suppose that any descendants of Charles I. 

haveany idea atthis time of day of claiming 

the throne of this kingdom? We know 
that the descendants of Charles I. were 
totally excluded, and that our present 

Sovereign, who is a descendant of James [., 

required no oath of this kind to establish 

his right to this kingdom. Therefore I 

venture to hope that the Oath, which has 

given so much offence to the feelings of 

His Majesty’s Roman Catholic subjects, 

will be wholly abolished. 

MANNING OF MERCHANT VESSELS— 
THE LOSS OF THE “PRIMROSE 
HILL.” 

Lorp MUSKERRY: My Lords, I beg 
toask His Majesty’s Government whether 
the Board of Trade inquiry, as ordered, 
into the loss in December last of the ship 
“ Primrose Hill,” of Liverpool, has been 
deferred owing to pending libel actions 
between private individuals ; whether in 
view of this vessel sailing without a 
certificated second officer, and certain 
other allegations as to her manning, it is 


{COMMONS} 


statute 
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THE SECRETARY to THE BOARD 
or TRADE (the Ear of DupLEy): My 
Lords, it is quite true that the inquiry into 
the loss of the “ Primrose Hill” was, accor- 
ding to the usual custom, deferred while 
the libel action between the owners of the 
vessel and the proprietors of the Liverpool 
Courier newspaper awaited hearing. That 
action, however, has now been disposed 
of, and has resulted in a verdict for the 
owners with £100 damages. The Board 
of Trade inquiry will now take place in 
the usual way. To that inquiry will 
naturally be referred questions of manning 
such as those to which my noble friend 
has called attention, and it is, there- 
fore, perhaps unnecessary for me _ to 
refer to them at this time. As 
regards the last past of the question, I 
regret that I cannot make any promise 
that the Board of Trade will depart from 
the course that it has hitherto followed 
in cases of this kind. The custom of 
deferring the inquiry into the circum- 
stances of any particular casualty while a 
civil action in connection with it is pend- 
ing either in the High Court or the 
Admiralty Court seems to me to be based 
on sound and equitable principles. To 
act otherwise might have the effect of 
seriously prejudicing the position of the 
various litigants, and I do not think 
therefore that under these circumstances 
my noble friend will wish to press his 
suggestion. 

House adjourned at five minutes 
before Five of the clock, to 
Monday next, a quarter before 
Eleven of the stetk. 


HOUSE OF 
Friday, 22nd Februnry, 1901. 


COMMONS. 


the intention of the Board of Trade to | 


proceed with this inquiry; and also 


whether, as these inquiries are held in | 
the public interest, the Board of Trade | 


will consider the advisability of discon- 
tinuing their practice of their being sub- 


ordinated to cases of purely private. 


coneern. For the information of your 
Lordships, I may say that this ship was 
over 2,300 tons register, and that she 
carried a crew of thirty-five. Amongst 
that crew I am told there were thirteen 
apprentices, six of whom had iiever been 
to sea before. Your Lordships will re- 
member that in December last the ship 
was lost, and that, with the exception of 
one man, all hands were drowned. 


Lord Braye. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


| PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS (STANDING 

ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH). 

| Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 

|Report from one of the Examiners of 

| Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 

‘case of the Petitions for the following 

| Bills, the Standing Orders have not been 

| complied with, viz. :— 

| 

| Cambrian Railway Bill. 

| Scarborough Electric Tramways Bill. 
South Yorkshire Electric Power Bill. 
Ordered, That the Reports be referred 
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to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 
PRIVATE BILLS [Lords]. 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, That, in respect of the 
Bills comprised in the List reported by the 
Chairman of Waysand Means as intended 
to originate in the House of Lords, they 
have certified that the Standing Orders 
have been complied with in the following 


cases, ViZ. :— 


Aire and Calder Navigation. 
Albion Steam Coal Company. 
Alfreton Gas. 
Arlesey Gas. 
Aspatria, Silloth, and District Water. 
Barrow-in-Furness Corporation. 
Bath Gas Light and Coke. 
3elfast Harbour. 
Bethlem Hospital. 
Bideford and Clovelly Railway (Aban- 
donment). 
sideford and Clovelly Railway (Exten- 
sion of Time, ete.). 
3olton Corporation. 
3ournemouth Corporation. 
sridewell Hospital. 
Bristol, Clifton, and West of England 
Zoological Society. 
Bristol Corporation Cemetery. 
Bristol Corporation (Docks and Rail- 
ways, etc. ). 
3roadstairs and St. Peter’s Water and 
Improvement. 
Cardiff Railway. 
Central London Railway. 
Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead 
Railway (No. 1). 
Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead 
Railway (No. 2). 
Charing Cross, Hammersmith, and 
District Electric Railway. 
Chesterfield Improvement. 
Chester Gas. 
Christ’s Hospital (London). 
City and Brixton Railway. 
City and North East Suburban Electric 
Railway. 
City and South London Railway. 
Cork, Blackrock, and Passage Railway. 
Doncaster Tithe Trust. 
Dover Corporation. 
Dover Gas. 
Dover Harbour. 
Easton and Church Hope Railway. 
Elland Gas. 
Faversham Water. 
Folkestone Corporation. 
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Freshwater, Yarmouth, and Newport 
Railway. 

Great Southern and Western Railway. 

Handsworth Urban District Council. 

Harpenden District Gas. 

Harrogate Water. 

Henry Diaper and Company (Delivery 
Warrants). 

Heywood and Middleton Water Board. 

Islington and Euston Railway 

King’s Norton and Northfield Urban 
District Tramways. 

King’s Road Railway. 

Leeds Churches. 

Leeds Corporation (General Powers). 

Leeds Corporation Water. 

Llanelly and Mynydd Mawr Railway. 

Llanelly Harbour. 

London, Brighton, and South Coast 
Railway. 

London (City) School for Orphans of 
Freemen. 

Lowestoft Corporation. 

Lynton and Barnstaple Railway. 

Manchester and Liverpool Electric 
Express Railway. 

Manchester Corporation. 

Manchester (Market Street Area) Im- 
provements. 

Mersey Docks and Harbour Board. 

Milford Docks. 

Newcastle-upon-Tyne and Gateshead 
Gas. 

Newport (Isle of Wight) Gas. 

New Swindon Gas. 

Nitrate Railways Company. 

North East London Railway. 

Nottingham Corporation. 

Oakham Water. 

Omagh Gas. 

Otley Gas. 

Piccadilly and City Railway. 

Portmadoc, Beddgelert, and 
Snowdon Railway. 

Poulton-le-Fylde Gas. 

Prestaytn Water. 

Rhymney and Aber Valleys Gas and 
Water. 

Ripon Corporation. 

Royal Exchange Assurance. 

Rugby Water and Improvement. 

St. Bartholomew’s Hospital. 

Salford Corporation. 

Shettield Corporation. 

Sheffield District Railway. 

Shields Bridge. 

Shrewsbury Gas. 

Smethwick Corporation. 

South Eastern and London, Chatham, 

and Dover Railways. 


South 
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South Essex Water. 
Southport Water (Transfer). 


South Western and Isle of Wight 


Junction Railway. 
Stockport Corporation Water. 
Stratton and Bude Gas. 
Stratton and Bude Improvement. 
Warkworth Harbour. 
Weston-super-Mare Gas. 
Wisbech Water. 


And that they have certified that the | 
Standing Orders have not been complied | 


with in the following cases, viz. :— 
Birmingham (City) Tramways. 


Brompton and Piccadilly Cireus Rail- 


way. 
Cowes Ferry. 
Harrogate Corporation. 


Mersey Docks and Harbour Board 
(Canada Dock Works, ete.). 
Sutton - in- Ashfield Urban District 


(Water). 


Tyneside Tramways and Tramroads. 


West and South London Junction 
Railway. 
PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS — [Lords] 


(STANDING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED 

WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the Petitions for the following 
Bills, originating in the Lords, the Stand- 
ing Orders have not been complied with, 
viz. :— 

Birmingham Tramways Bill 

[Lords]. 

Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Rail- 
way Bill [Lords]. 

Cowes Ferry Bill {Lords}. 

Harrogate Corporation Bill {Lords}. 

Mersey Docks and Harbour Board 

(Canada Dock Works, ete.) Bill 

| Lords]. 

Sutton - in- Ashfield Urban 

(Water) Bill [Lords]. 
Tyneside Tramways and Tramroads 

Bill [Lords]. 

West and South London Junction Rail- 
way Bill [Lords]. 


(City) 


District 


Ordered, That the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


ALDEBURGH CORPORATION (WATER). 


{COMMONS} 
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ALDERSHOT GAS AND WATER. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Bramston Beach and Mr, 
Jeffreys. 


ALEXANDRA (NEWPORT AND SOUTH 
WALES) DOCKS AND RAILWAY. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. M‘Kenna and Mr. Alfred 


' Thomas. 


BINGLEY URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 


_in by Mr. Duncan and Mr. Alfred Hutton. 


BLACKBURN CORPORATION. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir William Hornby and Sir William 
Coddington. 
BLACKPOOL IMPROVEMENT. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Taylor and Mr. Helme. 


BRADFORD CORPORATION. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Captain Greville, Mr. Wanklyn, 
and Mr. Flower. 
BRIGHTON CORPORATION. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Loder, Mr. Wentworth, and 
Sir Henry Fletcher. 


BRITISH GAS LIGHT COMPANY. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir James Joicey and Mr. Skewes 
Cox. 
BRITISH WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
AND MANUFACTURING COMPANY. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. W. F. D. Smith and Mr. 
Carvill. 

BURGESS HILL WATER. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Henry Fletcher and Mr. 
Goschen. 


BURTON-UPON-TRENT CORPORATION. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 


'in by Mr. Gretton and Mr. Radcliffe. 


BURY CORPORATION. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | in by Mr. James Kenyon, Mr. Mather, 
in by Mr. Pretyman and Mr. Stevenson. | and Mr. Cawley. 
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BURY CORPORATION TRAMWAYS. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 


in by Mr. James Kenyon, Mr. Mather, 
and Mr. Cawley. 


CALEDONIAN ELECTRIC POWER. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Herbert Maxwell, Mr. Renshaw, 
Mr. Baird, Sir William Arrol, and Mr. 
Colville. 


CALEDONIAN RAILWAY. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Renshaw and Mr. Hozier. 


CARDIFF CORPORATION. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Edward Reed and Mr. Alfred 
Thomas. 

CITY OF LONDON (SPITALFIELDS 

MARKET). 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Alban Gibbs, Sir Horatio 
Davies, and Sir Joseph Dimsdale. 


CLEVELAND AND DURHAM COUNTY 
ELECTRIC POWER. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Pike Pease, Sir Christopher 
Furness, Mr. John Wilson (Durham), and 
Mr. Lambton. 


CLYDE VALLEY ELECTRICAL POWER. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir John Stirling-Maxwell, Mr. 
Colville, Mr. John Baird, and Mr. Shaw- 
Stewart. 


COLWYN BAY AND COLWYN URBAN 


DISTRICT GAS. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. George Kenyon and Mr. 
Herbert Roberts. 


CRAWLEY GAS. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Heywood Johnstone, Sir John 
Brunner, and Mr. Humphreys-Owen. 


CROMER WATER. 


_ Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir William Gurdon and Mr. Price. 


DERBY CORPORATION. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Thomas Roe, Mr. Bell, Mr. 
Victor Cavendish, Mr. Thomas Bayley, 
Mr, Jacoby, and Mr. T. D. Bolton. 
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DERBYSHIRE AND NOTTINGHAM- 
SHIRE ELECTRIC POWER. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir John Rolleston and Mr. T. D. 
Bolton. 


DERWENT VALLEY WATER BOARD. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Thomas Roe, Mr. Broadhurst, 
Lord Henry Bentinck, and Mr. Stuart- 
Wortley. 


DEVONPORT CORPORATION (GAS). 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Kearley and Mr. E. J. C. 
Morton. 


DEVONPORT GAS AND COKE. 
Petition, and Biil ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. E. J. ©. Morton and Mr. 
Fletcher Moulton. 


DISTRICT MESSENGER AND THEATRE 
TICKET COMPANY. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. W. F. D. Smith, Colonel Lock- 
wood, Mr. Boulnois, Mr. Channing, Mr. 
Frederick Wilson, and Sir Thomas 
Esmonde. 

DORKING GAS. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 


in by Mr. Skewes-Cox and Mr. Leigh- 
Bennett. 


DUBLIN CORPORATION (MARKETS, &c. ) 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Clancy, Mr. M‘Cann, and Mr. 
Nannetti. 

DUBLIN (EQUALISATION OF RATES). 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Clancy, Mr. Field, Mr. M‘Cann, 
Mr. Mooney, and Mr. Nannetti. 

DUBLIN ST. JAMES’ GATE BREWERY 
TRAMWAYS. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Harrington, Mr. Nannetti, and 
Mr. M‘Cann. 


ECCLES CORPORATION. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Clare and Mr. Knowles. 


FAIRFORD AND CIRENCESTER 
RAILWAY. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice and Sir 


| John Aird. 
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GAS LIGHT AND COKE COMPANY. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir John Aird and Mr. Boulnois. 


GATESHEAD AND DISTRICT TRAM- 
WAYS. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Atherley - Jones, and Mr. 
Lyttleton. 


GLASGOW AND RENFREW DISTRICT 
RAILWAY TRANSFER. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Renshaw and Mr. Parker 
Smith. 


GLASGOW AND SOUTH WESTERN | 
RAILWAY. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Herbert Maxwell, Mr. Baird, 
and Sir William Arrol. 


GOLBORNE GAS. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Lord Balearres and Mr. Tomlinson. 


GRAVESEND GAS. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr, Alexander Brown and Captain 
Howard. 

GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Henderson and Mr. Chapman. 


GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Colonel Lockwood and Mr. Penn. 


GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Jackson and Mr. Fison. 


GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
by Mr. David M‘Iver and Mr. Brassey. 


HARTLEPOOLS GAS AND 
TRANSFER. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Christopher Furness and Mr. 
Lambton. 


WATER 


HECKMONDWIKE GAS (TRANSFER). 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Whittaker and Mr. Oldroyd. 


{COMMONS} 


Business. 830 


1 HONLEY URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 


(GAS). 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir James Kitson and Sir James 
Woodhouse. 


HORLEY DISTRICT GAS. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Alban Gibbs and Sir Joseph 
Dimsdale. 


HULL, BARNSLEY, AND WEST 
RIDING JUNCTION RAILWAY AND 
DOCK. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Seymour King, Mr. Firbank, 
Mr. Charles Wilson, and Sir James 
Woodhouse. 


HUMBER COMMERCIAL RAILWAY 
AND DOCK. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Lord Willoughby de Eresby and 
Mr. Doughty. 

ILKESTON AND HEANOR WATER 

BOARD. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Walter Foster and Mr. Victor 
Cavendish. 


IRISH PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir James Haslett, Mr. Wolff, and 
Mr. John Gordon. 


KETTERING URBAN DISTRICT WATER. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Colonel Sackville and Mr. Chan- 
ning. 


KINGSCOURT, KEADY, AND ARMAGH 
RAILWAY. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir James Haslett and Mr. John 
Gordon. 


KINGSTON-UPON-HULI. 
CORPORATION. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Firbank, Sir Henry Seymour 
King, Mr. Charles Wilson, and Sir 
James Woodhouse. 


LANCASHIRE AND YOKKSHIRE tAIL- 
WAY (DEARNE VALLEY JUNCTION 
RAILWAYS). 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
inby Sir William Hornby and Mr. Fielden. 
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LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAY (VARIOUS POWERS). 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir William Hornby and Mr. Fielden. 


LEATHERHEAD GAS. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
inby Mr. St. John Brodrick, Mr. Keswick, 
and Mr. Skewes-Cox. 


LLANDRINDOD WELLS URBAN 
TRICT COUNCIL WATER. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Edwards, ‘Lieutenant Colonel 
Pryce-Jones, and Mr. Charles Morley. 


DIS- 


LLANDRINDOD WELLS WATER. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Bull and Sir Mancherjee 
Bhownaggree. 
AND INDIA (NEW 

WORKS). 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Joseph Dimsdale and Mr. 
Keswick. 


LONDON DOCKS 


LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir William Houldsworth, Colonel 
Lockwood, and Mr. Macartney. 


LONDON BRIDGE WIDENING. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Alban Gibbs, Sir Horatio 
Davies, and Sir Joseph Dimsdale. 
LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 

POWERS). 

_ Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Bond, Mr. Bull, and Colonel 


Legge. 

LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (SPITAL- 
FIELDS MARKET). 

_ Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 

in by Mr. Lough and Mr. John Burns. 


LONDON RIVERSIDE FISH MARKET. 
_ Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Alban Gibbs, Sir Horatio 
Davies, and Sir Joseph Dimsdale. 


LONDON, TILBURY, AND SOUTHEND 
RAILWAY. 

_ Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 

in by Mr. Round and Mr. Courtenay 

Warner. 
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LONDON WATER (PURCHASE). 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Lough and Mr. John Burns. 


LONG EATON GAS. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Bond and Mr. Gretton. 


MANSFIELD CORPORATION. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Markham, Lord Henry Ben- 
tinck, Sir Frederick Milner, and Mr. 
Thomas Bayley. 


METROPOLITAN DISTRICT RAILWAY. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir John Aird and Sir Charles 
Dalrymple. 


METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC SUPPLY. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Frederick Harris and Nir 
Fortescue Flannery. 


METROPOLITAN RAILWAY. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Nussey and Mr. M‘Laren. 


METROPOLITAN WATER COMPANIES 
(AMENDMENT OF ACTS). 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Lough and Mr. John Burns. 


MIDLAND RAILWAY. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Frederick Mappin and Sir 
William Coddington. 


MOND GAS. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Robinson, Mr. Walford Green, 
and Colonel Webb. 


NEATH HARBOUR. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Brynmor Jones and Mr. Samuel 
Evans. 

NEWRY PORT AND HARBOUR TRUST. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to ke brought 
in by Colonel Saunderson, Mr. Macart- 
ney, Mr. Archdale, Mr. M‘Cann, and Mr. 
Carvill. 

NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by the Earl of Dalkeith and Mr. 
Anstruther. 





Private Bill 
NORTH EASTERN RAILWAY. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
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in by Sir Joseph Pease, Sir James Kitson, | , 
in by Mr. Holland and Mr. Langley. 


and Mr. Wharton. 


NOTTING HILL ELECTRIC LIGHTING. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | 


in by Mr. Stuart Samuel and Mr. Sin- 
elair. 


PAISLEY POLICE AND PUBLIC 
HEALTH. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | 


in by Sir William Dunn, Sir William 
Arrol, 
Wallace. 


PEMBROKE URBAN DISTRICT COUN- 
CIL (COUNTY OF DUBLIN). 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 

in by Mr. John Gordon and Mr. M‘Cann. 


PETERSFIELD AND SELSEY GAS.| 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Joseph Leese and Mr. Goulding. 


RHYL BRIDGE. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Bull, Mr. Rutherford, and Mr. 
Skewes-Cox. 


RHYL IMPROVEMENT. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Samuel Smith and Mr. Herbert 
Lewis. 


RICHMOND GAS. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Barrington Simeon and Mr. | 
Thornton. 
RICKMANSWORTH AND UXBRIDGE 

VALLEY WATER. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir John Aird and Mr. Alban Gibbs. ! 
WATER AND ELECTRIC | 

POWER. | 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | 
in by Mr. Harrington, Mr. T. M. Healy, | 
Mr. William Johnston, and Mr. John 
Gordon. 


SHANNON 


SHIPLEY IMPROVEMENT. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought | 
in by Sir Fortescue Flannery and Mr. | 
Duncan. 
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SHIREOAKS, LAUGHTON, AND MALTBY 
RAILWAY. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 


SOUTHAMPTON AND WINCHESTER 
GREAT WESTERN JUNCTION RAIL- 
WAY. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 


‘in by Mr. Mount and Mr. Arthur 
Morton. 
SOUTH METROPOLITAN GAS. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Banbury and Mr. Kimber. 


STALYBRIDGE, HYDE, MOSSLEY, AND 
DUKINFIELD TRAMWAYS = AND 
ELECTRICITY BOARD. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. White Ridley, Mr. Cawley, 

Sir James Kitson, and Platt-Higgins. 


STRATFORD - UPON - AVON, TOWCES. 
TER, AND MIDLAND JUNCTION, 
EAST AND WEST JUNCTION, AND 
EVESHAM, REDDITCH, AND STRAT- 
FORD-UPON-AVON JUNCTION RAIL- 
WAY COMPANIES. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Joseph Dimsdale and Colonel 

Milward. 


STROUD GAS. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir John Dorington and Mr. Agg- 
Gardner. 

SWANAGE GAS AND WATER. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Sturt and Mr. James Bailey. 


SWANSEA HARBOUR. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 


|in by Sir George Newnes, Mr. Brynmor 


Jones, and Mr. Aeron Thomas. 


A TAFF VALE RAILWAY. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Edward Reed and Mr. D. A. 
Thomas. 


TEES VALLEY WATER BOARD. 


Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Colonel Sadler and Colonel Ropner. 


TENDRING HUNDRED WATER. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Round and Mr. Alexander 
Brown. 
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835 Petitions. 
THAMES DEEP WATER DOCK. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Louis Sinclair and Mr. Fletcher 
Moulton. 
THAMES LIGHTERMEN. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Alban Gibbs and Mr. Charles 
Wilson. 


THAMES PIERS AND RIVER SERVICE. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. John Burns, Mr. Lough, and 
Mr. Whitmore. 


TORRINGTON AND OKEHAMPTON 
RAILWAY. 
Petition, and Bili ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Lambert and Mr. Soares. 


TOTTENHAM AND HAMPSTEAD 
JUNCTION RAILWAY. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Frederick Mappin and Mr. 
Penn. 

WALLASEY IMPROVEMENT. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Hoult and Mr. Charles 
M‘Arthur. 


WELLS CORPORATION WATER. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Henry Hobhouse and Mr. 
Dickinson. 

WELLS WATER. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Alexander Acland-Hood, Mr. 
Dickinson, and Mr. Henry Hobhouse. 
CUMBERLAND ELECTRIC 

TRAMWAYS. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Helder, Colonel Bain, and Mr 
Randles. 


WEST 


WEST SURREY WATER. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Seale-Hayne and Mr. Brassey. 


WOLVERHAMPTON AND CANNOCK 
CHASE RAILWAY. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Charles Shaw and Mr. Walford 
Green. 

WOLVERHAMPTON CORPORATION 
WATER. 

Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Henry Fowler, Sir Alfred Hick- 
man, and Mr. Norman. 
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YORKSHIRE ELECTRIC POWER. 
Petition, and Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Fison, Mr. Gladstone, Mr. 
Jackson, and Mr. Beckett. 


CAMBRIAN RAILWAYS. 


Petition for Bill ; referred to the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders. 


SCARBOROUGH ELECTRIC 
TRAMWAYS. 
Petition for Bill ; referred to the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders. 


SOUTH YORKSHIRE ELECTRIC POWER 
Petition for Bill; referred to the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders. 


STANDING ORDERS. 

Ordered, That the Select Committee on 
Standing Ordersdoconsist of thirteen Mem- 
bers:—Sir John Brunner, Sir William Cod- 
dington, Mr. John Edward Ellis, Sir Thomas 
Esmonde, Dr. Farquharson, Mr. Halsey, 
Mr. Humphreys-Owen, Mr. James Low- 
ther, Sir James Rankin, Mr. William 
Redmond, Sir Mark M‘Taggart Stewart, 
Mr. Whitmore, and Mr. Wodehouse were 
accordingly nominated Members of the 
Committee.—(M/r. Halsey.) 


PETITIONS. 


BEER BILL. 

Petition from York, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table. 

ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (HIGHER 
GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUA- 
TLON SCHOOLS). 

Petitions for alteration of Law, from 
Weston-super-Mare ; Goole ; Merthyr 
Tydfil ; Folkestone ; and Long Eaton ; to 
ie upon the Table. 

POOR LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUA- 

TION ACT, 1896. 

Petitions for alteration of Law, from 
Salford ; and Folkestone ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 


Petition from Camden Town, in favour; 


| to lie upon the Table. 





837 Questions. 
JOHN ARMSTRONG AND OTHERS vy. 
JOHN SCURRAH RANDLES. 

A Petition of Thomas Wootton, Solicitor, 
for leave to the proper Officer of the 
House to attend a trial and _ produce 
documents and give evidence in the High 
Court of Justice. 


Leave to the proper officer to attend 
accordingly. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS. 

Return ordered, “of the Shorthand 
Writers’ Notes of the Evidence which 
has been or may be taken at the trial of 
Election Petitions under the Acts relating 
thereto since the last General Election 
and during the present Session of Parlia- 
ment; together with a Copy of the 
Shorthand Writers’ Notes of the Judg- 
ments delivered by the Judges selected 
for the trial of Election Petitions, in pur- 
suance of the said Acts; and Copies of 
Special Cases Reserved and of all Elec- 
tion Petitions.’ —(Vr. Attorney General.) 


ARMY (MILITARY FORCES IN SOUTH 
AFRICA). 
Copy presented, of Return of Military 
Forees in South Africa [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


ARMY (SOUTH AFRICA) (CORRE- 
SPONDENCE.) 

Copy presented, of Correspondence 
between Field Marshal Lord Roberts, 
Commanding-in-Chief South African Field 
Force, and Acting-Commandant-General 
Botha, dated 12th, 13th, 14th, and 15th 
June, 1900 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


ROYAL NIGER COMPANY. 

Account presented, of the Money ex- 
pended and borrowed and the Securities 
created under the Royal Niger Company 
Act, 1899, during the year ended 31st 
March, 1900, with the Report of the 
Comptroller and Auditor General thereon 
[hy Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 39. | 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 


(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. 

Copy presented, of Report by the Chair- 
man of Committees of the House of 
Lords and the Chairman of Ways and 
Means in the 


House of Commons 
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under the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899 [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Tabie. 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK ASSISTANT. 
Controverted Elections.—Return _ re- 
lative thereto [ordered 22nd February ; 

Mr, Attorney General). 


QUESTIONS. 

SOUTH AFRICAN WAR —RECRUITING 
IN AUSTRALIA FOR SOUTH AFRICAN 
POLICE FORCES. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
he has any information to the effect that 
Mr. Houlder, Premier of South Australia, 
objects to agents recruiting police for 
General Baden-Powell’s Constabulary, 
and that he also stated that the other 
Governments are also unfavourable to 
agents recruiting for the South African 
Police Force. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
sirmingham, W.) : I have no information 
as to Mr. Houlder raising objection. So 
far my information is that on 26th 
December he telegraphed to the Agent 
General in London inquiring whether 
men desiring to join could do so at Ade- 
laide. i received a telegram from Sir A. 
Milner last night stating that he had 
inquired by telegraph whether an officer 
might be sent to recruit in Australia and 
New Zealand. Queensland and Tasmania 
agreed to recruiting, but New South 
Wales objected to men being permanently 
withdrawn from that colony, and New 
Zealand did not consider recruiting for the 
Constabulary desirable, as the colony is 
at present despatching a further contin- 
gent of troops to South Africa. I was 
asked, in reference to that, on a previous 
occasion whether Sir Alfred Milner’s pro- 
ceedings had my approval. I wish to say 
that Sir Alfred Milner’s proceedings seem 
to have been confined to sending a con- 
fidential inquiry to the Governor of 
the Commonwealth, and that I entirely 
approve of that. 


AN Hon. MEMBER: You always do. 
CIVIL APPOINTMENTS AT THE CAPE. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rusheliffe): 1 beg to ask the Secretary of 
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839 Questions. 


State for the Colonies whether any com- 
munication has been made to Sir Alfred 
Milner in respect of the appointments men- 
tioned by the hon. Member for the Mans- 
field Division on 13th December, 1900,* 
as having been made to certain civil posts 
in the Transvaal ; and whether the per- 
sons whose names were then given have 
discharged any of the duties of their 
positions or still retain them. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: In reply to 
the first question, I have to say that no 
communication was made to Sir A. 
Milner in consequence of the speech 
referred to, as he was not responsible 
for the appointments which had been 
made by Lord Roberts as a temporary 
measure, and which I knew that Sir A. 
Milner intended to consider afresh when 
he hecame responsible. As to the second 
question, [ have not the information neces- 
sary to enable me to answer the second 
part of the question, but doubtless Sir 
A. Millner will report fully upon the 
question of permanent appointments as 
soon as circumstances admit of his enter- 
ing upon his duties as Administrator. 


BOER MURDER OF ESAU_ AT 
CALVINIA. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
he can communicate to the House any 
official information as to the treatment of 
Esau by the Boers at Calvinia. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): 
Yes, Sir. I have had a telegram from 
Sir Alfred Milner in confirmation of 
reports from various quarters which had 
previously reached me. The High Com- 
missioner states that the name of the 
district surgeon who reported the mal- 
treatment of the coloured man Esau is 
Smuts. He has been in the service ten 
years. Sir A. Milner adds, ‘There is 
absolutely no doubt about the murder of 
Esau.” 

Mr. DILLON: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman lay Sir Alfred Milner’s tele- 
gram on the ‘Table ? 

Mr. BRODRICK: I have read it 
verbatim. I trust that that is sufficient. 

Mr. DILLON: May I ask the right 


hon, Gentleman whether he has any 


*See The Parliamentary Debates |Fourth 
Series}, Vol. Ixxxviii., page 735. 
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objection to that ? The reason I ask that 
is because it makes no reference to the 
lashing of the man and the protruding of 
the bowels. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have read it out 
word for word. 


Mr. DILLON: Why not lay it on the 
Table, then ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I will lay it on the 
Table. 


GENERAL COLVILE’S RECALL. 

*Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincolnshire, Spald- 
ing): I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether General Colvile was tried 
twice for the same offence; whether 
he was exonerated on the first occasion 
and reinstated in his command at Gib- 
raltar ; whether afterwards fresh evidence 
was adduced ; and whether General Col- 
vile was again tried in his absence and 
without an opportunity being given him 
of rebutting such new evidence. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The statements in 
the question do not accurately represent 
the facts. General Colvile was sent home 
from South Africa by Lord Roberts for 
inefliciency in the field. He was never 
tried, and, although his case was con- 
sidered on his return, and he was allowed 
to resume his command at Gibraltar, he 
was not exonerated from blame. His case 
was brought to my notice in December 
last by the Acting Commander-in-Chief, 
Sir Evelyn Wood, on receipt of the find- 
ing of the Court of Inquiry into the 
Lindley disaster. I thought it right to 
consult Lord Roberts, who was cognisant 
of all the circumstances connected with 
General Colvile’s failure in South Africa, 
and was in possession of his explanation, as 
to whether he could properly retain hiscom- 
mand at Gibraltar. Lord Roberts advised 
that he should not retain his command, 
and, as the Acting Commander-in-Chief 
concurred in this view, I directed that action 
should be taken accordingly. I should 
add that, as I have received notice from 
two Members of their intention to bring 
General Colvile’s case before the House on 
the earliest opportunity, | propose to defer 
making a full statement till that occasion, 
as the case is not one which can be con- 
veniently diseussed by question and 
answer across the floor of the House. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, E): 


Arising out of the answer, may I inquire 
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if it is not a fact that Lord Roberts 
specially commended the 
General Colvile, who in consequence is 
about to receive a special pension ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : It is perfectly true 
that Lord Roberts specially commended 
General Colvile, but subsequent events 
occurred which made it necessary to 
remove him. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: 


to receive a special pension ? 


Is he 


[No answer was given. | 


*Srr E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef- 
field, Ecclesall): Will similar treatment 
be meted out to more highly placed 
generals who have made greater blunders 4 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
does not arise out of the question on the 
Notice Paper. 

PROHIBITION OF ENGLISH PAPERS 
IN CAPE COLONY. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, 
S.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether Sir Alfred 
Milner has prohibited the circulation in 
Cape Colony of the following publications: 
Truth, Reynolds's Newspaper, the Review of 
Reviews, and Lloyd's. 


Mr. DILLON : I beg also to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether Sir Alfred Milner has prohibited 
the circulation of the Dublin Weekly Free- 
man in Cape Colony ; and, if so, on what 
ground that action has been taken ; 
whether Sir Alfred Milner claims the 
right to forbid the circulation of any 
newspapers or periodicals in South Africa ; 
and whether he claims a similar right as 
to sale or circulation of books or pam- 
phlets ; and, if so, on what law such claim 
is based. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The questions, as 
they refer to the action of the military 
authorities, should be addressed to me. 
I have nothing to add to what I said in 
answer to a question put yesterday by 
the hon. Member for Northampton. The 
Government will support Lord Kitchener 
in prohibiting the circulation of any 
newspapers in Cape Colony at the present 
moment which Lord Kitchener considers 
likely to have a bad effect, and to pre- 
judice the early conclusion of the war. 


Mr. DILLON : The right hon. Gentle- 
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whether Lord Kitchener or Sir A. Milner 
—Lord Kitchener, I presume—claims the 
right to prohibit the circulation of 
pamphlets and the sale of books. Further, 


|I desire to ask, for the convenience of 


newspaper proprietors and booksellers in 
this country, whether the right hon. 
Gentleman will undertake to publish 
from week to week a list of publications 
prohibited from circulation in South 
Africa—an Index expurgatorius, in fact, so 
that newspaper proprietors and_book- 
sellers may be saved the useless expendi- 
ture of sending out such publications. 


Mr. BRODRICK: What I said in 
regard to newspapers certainly applies to 
books and pamphlets ; and, as to an Jndex 
expurgatorius, if any communication is 
made to me by Lord Kitchener with 
regard to any publication I have no 
objection to having that communication 
made known in this country ; but I will 
not trouble Lord Kitchener, occupied as 
he is, with a variety of questions upon 
such restrictions as he may think it right 
to place on the circulation of literature. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Will 
an Act of Indemnity to provide for this 
have to be passed by the Imperial or the 
Colonial Legislature ? 


Mr. FLAVIN: Is this done in order 
to secure “ equal rights” for all in South 
Africa ? 


[No answer was returned. } 


PAY OF SOLDIERS AT THE FRONT. 

Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Finan- 
cial Secretary to the War Office whether 
the War Ottice has considered the desir- 
ability of conceding the same termsas to 
pay and allowanee to the regular soldiers 
who have served in South Africa for more 
than a year as are now offered to Im- 
perial Yeomanry and Colonial Volunteers. 


Mr. BRODRICK: There is no inten- 
tion of conceding to the Regular troops 
the rates of pay offered to the Imperial 
Yeomanry and Colonial Volunteers, the 
conditions being different and the engage- 
ment of the latter only temporary. 


Mr. DILLON: Then are we to under- 
stand that the Dublin Fusiliers, who made 
such a gallant charge at 





man has not answered my question; *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 
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843 Questions. 


FARM BURNING. 

Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether he can 
give any information as to the number of 
farms of loyalists burned by the Boer 
forces since they entered Cape Colony two 
months ago. I wishalso to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether the policy 
of farm burning was carried out by the 
troops under the command of Sir Redvers 


Buller. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am not in a 
position to give any information about 
the burning of farms until I receive the 
information from Lord Kitchener which 
is now on its way home. 


Mr. DILLON: My question has refer- 
encetothe burning of farms in Cape Colony 
by the Boer forces. Have the Govern- 
ment any reason to believe that the Boers 
have burnt any number of farms any- 
where ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : I have no informa- 
tion on the subject at present, but I have 
said I will put a further question to Lord 
Kitchener on the subject. 


HOSPITAL COMMISSION — CASE OF 
CAPTAIN SHIPWITH, R.A. 

Major RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 
I heg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether Captain Shipwith, R.A., 
has been accused of giving evidence not 
in accordance with fact before the Hos- 
pital Commission; whether this and 
other charges had been made by the 
officer responsible for the condition of the 
camp against which Captain Shipwith 
gave evidence; whether the evidence 
given by him was absolutely true ; and, 
if not, has objection been taken to any 
particular statement ; whether he has 
been ordered to resign his commission on 
23rd February ; and whether the Secre- 
tary of State for War would consider the 
possibility of suspending the order pend- 
ing further investigation. 


Mr. BRODRICK: This officer was 
requested to resign his commission purely 
on grounds of discipline, his case having 
been most carefully considered by the 
Commander-in-Chiet. I thought it my 


duty to satisfy myself that whatever 
evidence he gave before the Hospital 
Commission had nothing to do with the 
representations made against him ; and I 
can assure the hon. Member that any 
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‘case in which a witness before the Hos- 


pital Commission may be proved to have 
been inany way prejudiced will be dealt 
with in anexemplary manner. 


Mr. BURDETT -COUTTS (West- 
minster): I had wished before the right 
hon. Gentleman answered the question 
on the Paper to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he would not con- 
sider the advisability of postponing this 
case for a few days, in order that certain 
facts which have been brought to my 
notice may be brought before the right 
hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am afraid it is 
too late to postpone the case. The case 
was most carefully considered by the 
Commander-in-Chief, and the noble Lord’s 
recommendations were made to me about 
a fortnight ago. 


STRENGTH OF THE BOER FORCES— 
NUMBER OF PRISONERS. 

Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES (Durham, 
N.W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he can state what 
are the approximate or estimated number 
of Boers and colonials and foreigners co- 
operating with them now bearing arms 
against His Majesty’s forces in South 
Africa, and what is the total number of 
30ers, colonials, and foreigners now 
prisoners of war. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The number of 
Boers and others in the field against His 
Majesty’s forces in South Africa cannot be 
stated with any degree of accuracy. A 
recent estimate placed the figure at nine- 
teen or twenty thousand. The prisoners 
amounted to over 16,000 in the middle of 


January, and this number has _ been 
recently increased. 
COST OF THE WAR. 
Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 


Boroughs): I beg to ask the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer if he can say what is the 
total estimated cost up to the present date 
of the military operations in South Africa, 
and what is now the estimated average 
weekly cost of the war. 


Tae CHANCELLOR oF THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, 
Bristol, W.): It is impossible to give the 
cost until the accounts are finally made 
up; but the amount issued up to date 
to meet the expenditure for the war is 
about 814 millions. The current weekly 
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issues may be taken at from one to one 
and a quarter millions. 


ARBITRATION—ALLEGED OFFER OF 
MEDIATION FROM THE GERMAN 
EMPEROR. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND : I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether the German 
Emperor has offered his services to His 
Majesty’s Government to arbitrate on the 


question of terminating the South 
African War. 
*THeE UNDER SECRETARY © or 


STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Viscount CRANBORNE, Rochester): No, 
Sir. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: May I 
ask, arising out of that answer, whether 
His Majesty’s Government will seriously 
consider the advisability of asking the 
German Emperor to mediate ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order! 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Con- 
sidering that he sent a telegram encourag- 
ing the Boers, and wrote to Mr. Kruger, 
backing him up—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


PURCHASES OF HORSES. 

*Sr E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he can give the total number of 
horses despatched for military purposes to 
South Africa and purchased there since 
Ist October, 1899, including the horses of 
cavalry regiments and mounted infantry 
that went out with these regiments ; 
whether he can also state how many of 
the horses came from each of the following 
countries, namely, Great Britain and Ire- 
land, separately, if possible ; Australia; 
Austria-Hungary ; North America, distin- 
guishing between the United States and 
Canada ; the Argentine; other countries; 
and the number of horses acquired for 
military purposes in South Africa, inelud- 
ing Cape Colony, Natal, and the Trans- 
vaal, and Orange River Colony ; and 
whether he has any information to show 
the com parative cost and usefulness of 
the horses from the various countries 
mentioned, and the comparative wastage 
among these categories of horses. 


*THeE FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
HE WAR OFFICE (Lord STantey, | 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): The follow. | 
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ing is the information so far as I am able 
to give it. The total number of horses 
despatched to South Africa since the 31st 
October, 1899, is 145,671. The country 
of origin of horses which accompanied 
units to South Africa cannot be stated. 
Of the remainder about 24,400 came from 
Great Britain ; about 7,200 from Ireland; 


, 7,901 came from Australia; 7,999 from 


Hungary ; 26,310 from the United States 
of America ; 3,738 from Canada ; 25,872 
from Argentina. A report as to the 
number obtained in South Africa has been 


called for, but has not yet been received, 


As I stated in answer to a question on the 
18th of this month, the English and Irish 
horses were considered best, the American 
and Canadian next best. It is not 
advisable to state prices, and the 
comparative wastage is not known. 
I may add that the Commander-in-Chief 
informed me to-day that it is not possible 
to get all the horses required from these 
sources, and that the intention is, as far 
as possible, to get horses from Great 
Britain, Ireland, and our colonies, and, at 
the same time, he has given instructions 
for more purchasers to be sent out into 
the country, so as to give private persons 
the same chance of selling as dealers. 


Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): May 
Task why the War Office declined to 
appoint agents to purchase horses in the 
south of Ireland 4 


*Lorp STANLEY: I did not know 
that was the case, but I think the last 
part of my question will give effect to the 
hon. Member’s wishes. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
May I inquire if it costs 5s. a day more 
to feed Australian than Irish horses, in 
the same way that Australian soldiers 
cost more than Irish ones ? 

[No answer was given. | 

CotoneL SANDYS (Lancashire, 
Bootle): While this question is under 
consideration will the authorities consider 
whether for this purpose an officer might 
be sent to the north-west province of 
Canada, where there is a good breed of 
horses not yet wholly exhausted ? 


Mr. PHILIPPS (Pembrokeshire) : 
Will the War Office take means to make 
it publicly known when buyers are 
going down into the country, so that 
farmers may have an opportunity of 
selling ? 
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*Lorp STANLEY: I have not the 


slightest doubt that the military authori- | 


ties will consider that question, as well 
as that of my hon. and gallant friend the 
Member for Bootle. 


Mr. PHILIPPS: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether his 
attention has been called to the fact that 
about 250 horses were collected last week 
at Aldridge’s Repository, many of them 
coming from a distance, to be inspected 
by the Government buyers; that the 
buyers looked at about 150 and bought 
fourteen ; and that the buyers then left 
after less than four hours work, leaving 
about 100 horses not looked at; and 
whether steps can be taken to avoid such 
inconvenience in future. 


*Lorp STANLEY: The facts are as 
follows :—Messrs. Aldridge requested the 
purchasing officers to give them a day to 
show some horses. As the usual number 
shown is less than fifty the officers made 
an appointment with another dealer to 
see his horses at 3 p.m. of that day. 
They began work at 10am. The num- 
bers of horses produced were unprece- 
dentedly great and unusually bad. The 
officers accordingly requested that only 
those likely to pass should be brought 
out. They actually saw 163 and pur- 
chased fifteen, one of which was after- 
wards rejected. They continued work 
to 3.30 p.m., and only reached the other 
dealer after 4 pm. It is obvious that 
examinations for purchase must be 
thorough to be of any value. It would 
appear probable that the horses which 
were not shown were not likely to have 
passed. 


PAGET'S HORSE—ARRANGEMENTS 
FOR RECRUITS AT ALDERSHOT. 
Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I beg 

to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that men who had 
just joined Paget’s Horse, on being 
ordered to Aldershot found on arriving 
there that no arrangements had _ been 
made for them, and after vainly seeking | 
directions and quarters had to take lodg- 
ings for themselves in the town ; whether 
anyone is responsible for this; and 
whether he will take steps to prevent it 
in future. 


*LorpD STANLEY : The matter is being | 


thoroughly inquired into. I hope my 


hon. friend will therefore postpone the 
question. 
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GERMAN GUNS FOR THE ARMY. 
Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: I beg to ask 

the Secretary of State for War if he will 

state how many guns were recently im- 

ported from Germany, their calibre, and 

cost, in what manufactory they were 
made, and why they could not have 
been made at home. 


*Lorp STANLEY: I have nothing to 
add to a statement made on this subject 
in reply to a question put on the 14th 
December last by my hon. and gallant 
friend the Member for the Central Divi- 
sion of Sheftield.+ 


GERMAN SADDLES FOR THE ARMY. 

Mr. FLAVIN : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether His 
Majesty’s Government have ordered or 
given a contract for 30,000 saddles, or 
any other number of saddles, for use in 
South Africa, to a German manufac- 
turing company, or to any other foreign 
contractor ; and, if so, will he state what 
were the conditions to be complied with, 
and whether home firms were asked to 
supply the saddles required. 


*Lorp STANLEY: All supplies of 
saddles which can be obtained in this 
country have been ordered. Where it is 
impossible to obtain necessary supplies 
within a given period from home makers, 
orders have been given elsewhere. | 
cannot give any details, but all saddles 
are carefully inspected, and no orders to 
the extent suggested by the hon. Member 
have been given. 


Mr. FLAVIN: How many more hun- 
dreds of thousands of saddles will be 
ordered before the war is over ? 


[No answer was given. ] 


BARRACK FURNITURE, 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War what steps have been taken 
to give effect to the undertaking of his 
predecessor to examine the question of 
the furnishing of the quarters in barracks 
of officers and married non-commissioned 
officers and privates, with a view to 
reducing the expenditure of those ranks, 
as also that of transport to the public, and 
further of increasing the mobility of 
| regiments. 





g + See The Parliamentary Debates | Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixvxvii., page 826. 
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*Mr. BRODRICK : The question of | VOLUNTEER OFFICERS—SCHOOLS OF 


furnishing the quarters in barracks of 


officers is one of many which is under | 


consideration. 
of married non-commissioned officers and 
privates, these are furnished to a con- 


In regard to the quarters | 


| 


siderable extent, and I cannot find there | 


was any undertaking to consider the 
question, as the existing furniture was 
held to be sufficient. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: 
remind the right hon. Gentleman that 
when the Transport Vote was under con- 


Secretary for Ireland gave the under- 
taking referred to. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I will refer to my 
right hon. friend’s speech. 


COMMITTEE ON YEOMANRY 
CAVALRY. 

Mr. W. F. D. SMITH (Strand) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether it is intended to lay upon 
the Table of the House the Report of the 
Committee recently appointed to inquire 
into the constitution and training of the 
Yeomanry Cavalry. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: There is no objec- 
tion to laying the Report on the Table of 
the House. 


THE WAR OFFICE AND INVENTIONS. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT : I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War if he 
can inform the House what is the method 
pursued in the War Office as regards new 
inventions in war material, guns, and all 
matters relating to the saving of life, the 
economising of the work of the soldier or 
his horse, and the destruction of the enemy 
and his material of war ; and if inventors 
of small means and little influence have 
every opportunity of having their inven- 
tions patiently and impartially examined. 


*Lorp STANLEY: The method pur- 


sued is laid down in a memorandum 


May I) 


which is forwarded to inventors for their | 
guidance, and of which I shall be happy | 


to supply a copy to my hon. and gallant 
friend. Inventors of small means and 
little influence have every opportunity 
of having their inventions patiently and 
impartially examined. 


+See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixxxiv., page 449. 


INSTRUCTION. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War if 
schools of instruction have been or will be 
formed in the principal garrison towns 
and camps for officers of Volunteer corps, 
so as to make admission to the Metro- 


| politan schools more easy to the officers 


of London regiments, who under present 
arrangements have to wait many months 
for a vacancy. 

*Lorp STANLEY: The question of the 


. ° ° ’ . 1] s j ers > To ers as 
sideration last sessiont the present Chief | !™Struction of officers of the Volunteers as 


well as of other officers is under considera- 
tion. I am not yet ready to make a 
statement. 


COMPAR- 
AND MILI- 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 
ATIVE COST OF CIVIL 
TARY WORK. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 

I beg to ask the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office whether he will consider 
the advisability of comparing the cost of 
the erection and maintenance of barracks 
and fortifications by the Royal Engineers 
with the prices which would be charged 
by civil engineers and builders if those 
works were performed by them instead of 
by the Inspector General and his staff. 


*LorD STANLEY: This question, among 
many others, has not been lost sight of, 
nor will it be ; but I am not in a position 
to make any statement. 


BEER CONTRACTS IN 

DUBLIN. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he can inform the House whether 
the military contracts for porter and ale 
in Dublin have been given to the Burton 
Brewery Company, and whether this 
company sent 1,000 barrels of ale gratis 
to South Africa for the use of the troops. 

*LorpD STANLEY: Nothing is known 
of the matter to which the hon. Member 
alludes. 


MILITARY 


ARMY VEGETABLE CONTRACTS. 

Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether he can 
inform the House if the Government 
have given an order, by contract or other- 
wise, to Seidel and Co., at Miinsterberg, 
Silesia, for 20,000 tins of dried vegetables 
containing 20,000 lb., or for any other 
quantity ; anc, if so, whether this order 
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was given by-contract or otherwise, and! Mr ARNOLD-FORSTER: No test in- 
what are the terms of the order; and _ volving a passage to America or the Suez 
were any home firms asked to tender Canal has been made. All the trials that 
for or supply the whole or part of the have been made are reported upon in the 


order. Reports and Memorandum referred to. 
*Lorp STANLEY: The reply to both | Str FORTESCUE FLANNERY: Has 
questions is in the affirmative. the endurance of the water-tube boilers 


Mr. FLAVIN: Did any advertise- sieeadeialaaiaiaeiceibinieiainiiticsri 
ments appear in the public press of Great. Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Many 
Britain and Ireland, so as to give home tests are adopted in the trials of ships, 
manufacturers a chance of tendering? | but no experimental trials other than 
‘ at Ale acl a those mentioned in the Memorandum 
Lorp STANLEY : [ understand so. — which has been presented to the House 


Mr. FLAVIN: Will the noble Lord has %een made. 


say in what papers it appeared q Sir FORT RESCUE FLANNERY é Has 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Czci, order ! any trial been made except for a few hours? 
WATER-TUBE BOILERS—OCEAN *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 
TRIALS. 


Sin FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York. | 5/8 JAMES JOICEY (Durham, 
shire, W.R., Shipley) : I beg to ask the ChesterleStreet): I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty if it is Secretary to the Admiralty whether he 
the intention of the Admiralty to  C& State how many boilers of the Belle- 
request the Water-tube Boiler Committee ville type have been supplied to the 
to test the endurance of one of His N@VY; how many are on order to be 
Majesty’s ships fitted with water-tube supplied, where they have been con- 
boilers by driving her at full speed for an structed, me total cost of them to 3lst 
ocean passage—say, from England to December, 1900, and the amount still to 
America or from England to the Suez be spent to complete the orders ; and 
Canal; and whether any such test has what amount has been given as royalties. 


ee een ae Mr. ARNOLD - FORSTER: — The 
Tue SECRETARY to THE ADMI-| number of Belleville boilers supplied to 
RALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-ForsTER, Belfast, | the Royal Navy is 584. The number 
W.): It is not the intention of the Admi- 09 order to be supplied is 1,005. The 
ralty to request the Water-tube Boiler | boilers have been made, or are being 
Committee to carry out a trial such as made, by a variety of firms, fourteen in 
that referred to in the question, as they number, and in the Royal dockyards at 
prefer to leave to the Committee the Chatham and Devonport. I shall be 
initiative in asking for such trials as it happy to give the hon. Member the 
considers will afford the information | particulars of the firms in detail if he 
which it requires. I have, however, reason desires it. It is not possible to give the 
to believe that the Water-tube Boiler | exact total cost of the boilers, as they are 
Committee does propose to institute an |! all cases ordered with the machinery, 
ocean trial, provided that such a trial be | and the price is not separately stated. 
found necessary, in order to enable it to | It will, however, be possible to give an 
come to a final decision upon the points | @pproximate estimate of the cost of the 
referred to. In answer to the last para-| boilers as apart from the engines, and 
graph of the question I have to say that | such a statement is being prepared. The 
amount of royalties paid in respect of the 


an account of the special trials made by | : ) 
ships fitted with water-tube boilers is to Belleville boilers up to the present date 


be found in the Memorandum on boilers is £141,470. 

presented to the House Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) : 
Sm FORTESCUE FLANNERY: The | May Lask why it is that two years ago, 

hon. Gentleman has not answered the last | when I put this question as to the amount 

part of the question—whether any such | of royalties paid, the figure was then 

test has been made, for no such informa- | given as £146,000? Now it is only 

tion is given in the Paper referred to. £141,000. 
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Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER:: The figure | Catholic chaplains in the Navy on the 
given on the occasion referred to by the | same footing as Protestant chaplains—as 
hon. Member had reference to the amounts they are in the Army ? 


paid and the liabilities for the future. | Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : If the hon 
The figure I have now given is in reply | Member will give me notice I will inquire, 
to a question as to the amounts paid. | He : 
Both are correct. If the hon. Member | _ CAPTAIN DONELAN : Has any deci- 
desires to know the outstanding liabilities sion yet been come to in regard to In- 
I will undertake to get the information. | creasing the salary of the Roman Catholic 


Mr, WILLIAM ALLAN: Then have | Plain at Queenstown } 
you not yet paid the royalties due to Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : I cannot 


Belleville ? answer that without nctice. 
Sir JAMES JOICEY : Will the hon.) waGEsS IN GOVERNMENT DOCK. 
Member supply me with the amount of YARDS. 
royalties that will be paid on the 1,005 fp KEARLEY (Devonport): I beg 
boilers % to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Yes. [ whether the Admiralty have come to any 
will supply that. decision with regard to the petitions from 


the various trades employed in His 
Majesty’s dockyards asking that their 
wages may be revised on a scale more in 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
How many water-tube boilers have been 
obtained from other sources than Belle- accordance with the rates prevailing in 
sd similar trades in outside employment ; 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I will and whether it is the intention of the 
ascertain that. Admiralty to increase the pay of labourers 
from the present rate of 19s. per week. 
*Tue CIVIL LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Captain PretyMan, Suffolk, 
Woodbridge): The petitionsfrom all classes 
of workmen in the dockyards, including 
labourers, are now receiving consideration, 
and a decision will be communicated 
shortly. 


NAVAL ROMAN CATHOLIC 
CHAPLAINS. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether any steps have been taken to carry 
out the undertaking given last vear to the 
deputation which waited upon the First 
Lord in reference to the Roman Catholic 
chaplains for the Navy. NEW ADMIRALTY BUILDING, 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The’ Mr. WHITMORE (Chelsea) : I beg to 
Admiralty, in consultation with his ask the First Commissioner of Works if 
Eminence Cardinal Vaughan, arranged he can state what has caused the delay in 
last autumn for a priest to be sent the erection ot the colonnade designed 
to the China Station to minister to for the southern side of the new Admi- 
the Roman Catholics of the Fleet. This is | ralty, and when it is proposed to proceed 
in addition to the ministrations of local | with its erection. 
priests. The Admiralty will bear in mind Tur FIRST COMMISSIONER oF 
the question of embarking a priest in any | WORKS (Mr. Akers Doveas, Kent, 
hospital ships employed in connection St. Augustine’s): It was never proposed to 
with naval operations, but no opportunity | cect the colonnade until the building 
has yet occurred of taking ann. An was finished. It is not now intended to 
adequate supply of Roman Catholic proceed with it, for, owing to the increase 
prayer books has been arranged for. The of Naval work and of the Admiralty staf, 
various matters referred to by the depu- it has become necessary to supplement 
tation will continue to receive due con-_ the new building by an additional wing, 
sideration, and the Admiralty a direct | which will be constructed facing the 
communication with Cardinal Vaughan, | Horse Guards Parade. The design for 
or his representative, In respect to matters | |), wing, in combination with the rest of 
concerning the Roman Catholics of the the Admiralty buildings, has been for 
Fleet. some time in the Tea Room, where hon. 


Mr. DILLON: Have the Admiralty Members have had the opportunity of 
carried out their promise to place Roman _ inspecting it. 
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THE WAIMA INCIDENT—APPOINT- 
MENT OF ARBITRATOR. 

*sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 

shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 

Under Secretary of State for Foreign 

Affairs if he can state what progress is 

being made with the Waima Arbitration. 


*ViscounT CRANBORNE: An agree- 
ment on the subject has been concluded 
with the French Government. Baron 
Lambermont, Minister of State, and Secre- 
tary General of the Belgian Foreign 
Office, who undertook the Lamu 
Arbitration in 1889, has, with the 
approval of the Belgian Government, 
consented to act as arbitrator; and the 
cases of both Governments are in course 
of preparation and will shortly be sub- 
mitted to him. 


NORTH SEA FISHERIES—INTER- 
NATIONAL CONVENTIONS. 
Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) : 

I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether he can state 
what, if any, progress has been made in 
negotiating Conventions with foreign 
maritime States for the better protection 
of the North Sea Fisheries against the 
destruction of immature fish. 

*ViscountT CRANBORNE: A Provi- 
sional Committee consisting of experts 
was to have met in October last at 
Christiania to consider the question of 
organising the Central Bureau which was 
the outcome of the Stockholm _Inter- 
national Conference. The meeting was, 
however, postponed at the request of the 
German Government. His Majesty’s 
Government are awaiting a reply te an 
inquiry which was recently made of the 
Minister for Foreign Affairs at Stockholm 
as to when the Committee was likely to 
meet. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: What had 
the Central Bureau to do with the negotia- 
tions with Stockholm 4 


[No answer was given. | 


VALUE OF PUBLICANS’ LICENCES. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether he will consent to the 
Return of the valuations of publicans’ 
licences, for the purposes of the death 
duties, which appears on the Paper to-day. 


sik M. HICKS BEACH: I am afraid 


the Return cannot be given, because, in 
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the first place, no separate record is kept 
in the Estate Duty Office of the values 
placed upon the estates of persons occupy- 
ing licensed houses ; and, even if the cases 
were extracted from the records at the 
expense of much cost and trouble, little 
or no light would be thrown on_ the par- 
ticular point to which, I gather, the hon. 
Member's question is directed, inasmuch 
as in valuing the estates of publicans the 
value of the possession of the licence is 
not so specifically separated in the records 
from the rest of the estate as to be 
capable of accurate statement in a Return. 


CRUELTY IN CAPTURING SONG 
BIRDS. 

Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Glasgow, 
Camlachie): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department if his 
attention has been called to the practice 
of capturing song birds in some parts of 
England by fishing hooks; and, if so, 
whether he can do anything to prevent it. 

*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
tITCHIE, Croydon): I have not had my 
attention specially called to this matter. 
[ shall be glad, however, to consider any 
facts which the hon. Member may be able 
to bring before me, though I doubt 
whether I have any powers which would 
enable me to prevent the alleged practice. 
Until Iam in possession of the facts it is 
not possible for me to say whether the 
offence would come within the provisions 
of the Wild Animals in Captivity Pro- 
tection Act of 1900, which was passed for 
the purpose of preventing cruelty such as 
would seem to be involved in the practice 
referred to. 


MILITARY AID TO THE CIVIL POWER 
—LOCAL LIABILITY. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether the cost 
of catering troops when sent to maintain 
the peace in disaffected districts where 
riot has occurred or is apprehended is 
an Imperial or local charge; and if, in 
view of the losses sustained by Aberdare 
tradesmen in catering for troops in 1898 
on terms arranged with the late stipen- 
diary magistrate for the district, he will 
take steps to notify to tradesmen in other 
districts that neither the Home nor any 
other Department of the Government 
can be liable for agreements made for 
catering by local justices, and that the 
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courts of law have decided that county 
councils are not responsible ; and whether, 
as a consequence of the decision of the 
Court of Appeal last year, any legislation 
is contemplated. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: With reference to 
the decision in the case referred to it has 
always been considered that where the 
assistance of the military is requisitioned 
by the police authority the burden of 
their maintenance is a local charge, and 
this question was not decided in the case 
referred to. I cannot give any such 
notice as is suggested. I am in com- 
munication with my right hon. friend 
the Secretary of State for War on the 
subject. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: But was not 
the decision that county councils were not 
liable ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: It was held that 
where the justices called in the military 
authorities the county councils were not 


liable. 


PUNISHMENT — CASE OF 
ROSE SUMNER. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he proposes to allow 
the death penalty to be inflicted in the 
case of Rose Sumner, aged 20, who was 
sentenced to death at Lewes on Wednes- 
day last by Mr. Justice Channell for the 
murder of her illegitimate child. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I must decline to 
answer any question with regard to the 
advice which it may be my duty to give 
His Majesty in capital cases. 


CAPITAL 


BURIAL LAWS CONSOLIDATION. 

Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether it is the intention of 
the Government to bring in, during the 
present session, a Bill for giving effect to 
the recommendation of the Select Com- 
mittee on Burial Grounds, that the exist- 
ing laws relating to burial be consolidated 
and simplified. 


THE SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Grant 
Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk): The 
Government do not propose to bring in a 
Bill on the subject referred to during the 
present session. A considerable transfer 


of jurisdiction under the Burial Acts 





{COMMONS} 


Questions. 858 


from the Home Office to the Local 
Government Board took place on 1st 
January last, and it is desirable that some 


experience should be obtained before 
futher legislation is proposed. 
ROYAL PARKS—COST OF MAIN. 


TENANCE. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury if he will con- 
sent to a Return showing the acreage of 
the Royal parks in Great Britain and 
Ireland, and their annual cost for the 
last ten years, with details of expenditure 
showing the weekly wages of workmen 
engaged respectively on roads, on paths, 
in gardening, the road and path mileage 
and cost per yard, the cost of gravel, 
sand, and stone, the number of lamps per 
mile and cost, the salaries of park-keepers, 
gatemen, rangers, and officials in each 
grade, and any other heads of expen- 
diture. 

I beg also to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury whether he will give a 
Return showing for Kew Gardens, Lon- 
don, and Botanic Gardens, Dublin, the 
respective acreage ; the area under glass ; 
the annual cost for ten years of trees, 
shrubs, flowers, and seeds; the number 
of workmen and their wages; the num- 
ber of scientific men employed and their 
salaries and emoluments ; the date of the 
respective foundations; and the total 
cost of both to the State. 

THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): [am making in- 
quiries as to the possibility of giving the 
desired information, and I will communi- 
cate the result to the hon. Member as 
soon as possible. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I may mention 
that I have been making inquiries on 
this subject for the last twenty years. 


ASSISTANTS OF EXCISE—AGE LIMIT. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the ‘Treasury 
whether the Civil Service Commissioners 
have given notice that on and after July 
next condidates for assistants of excise 
who are already in the service will not be 
allowed to add more than one year to the 
ordinary age limit, and that candidates 
for assistants of customs will only be 
allowed to add two years ; whether he is 
aware that hitherto civil servants who 
have served for two years in continuous 
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service have been allowed to add those ! 


two years, or any time up to five years 
they may have served, to the outside of 
age limit: and that numbers of young 
men have entered lower departments in 
order to come under this extension ; and 
whether, seeing that by this sudden 
change they will be left in a lower posi- 
tion than their knowledge and acquire- 
ments entitle them to, he will arrange 
that those who entered the service under 
the old regulations shonld be allowed to 
compete under them. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
facts are correctly stated in the first para- 
graph. More than a year’s notice of the 
proposed change was given, so that any- 
one interested had ample time to make 
his arrangements. No vested interest in 
the old regulations can be recognised. 


MAIDSTONE ELECTION PETITION. 

Mr.DISRAELI (Cheshire, Altrincham): 
I beg to ask Mr. Attorney General 
whether his attention has been drawn to 
the result of the inquiry at Maidstone 
under the Corrupt Practices Act, and to 
the fact that three individuals, Levi 
Barker, Alfred Russell, and Henry Ward, 
were refused certificates of indemnity, 


-and what steps he proposes to take ; and 


whether he will lay upon the Table of the 
House the ofticial evidence of the inquiry 
for the perusal of Members before a new 
writ is issued for that borough. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Rovert FINLay, Inverness Burghs) : My 
attention has heen called to the result of 
the petition at Maidstone and to the 
refusal of certificates of indemnity in 
certain cases. The question of prosecu- 
tion is under consideration. It has not 
been the practice of the House to delay 
the issue of a new writ till the evidence 
has been laid before the House, but to 
act upon the report of the election 
judges. I believe the proceedings were 
laid on the Table of the House this after- 
noon. 


LIMERICK LUNATIC ASYLUM—RATE 
IN AID FOR PAUPER INMATES. | 
Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg 

to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 

Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 

authorities having charge of His 

Majesty’s Treasury have as yet paid 

over to the authorities who control the 
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Limerick Lunatic Asylum the sum of 
£1,596 6s. 7d., the same being residue of 
rate in-aid for maintenance of patients in 
said lunatic asylum from the 1st January, 
1899 to 31st March, 1899 ; and whether 
he will make inquiry as to the nature 
of the communication of the medical 
superintendent of the Limerick Lunatic 
Asylum of the Ist instant ; and whether 
the answer on the 6th instant of the 
Lords Justices in connection with the 
payment of the above-mentioned sum 
was such as to give satisfaction to the 
committee of management of the 
Limerick Lunatic Asylum. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): An 
application on behalf of the committee 
of management of the Limerick Asylum 
was recently received from the resident 
medical superintendent on the subject 
of the grant in aid of the maintenance 
of pauper lunatics. To that communica- 
tion a reply was sent by the Irish Govern- 
ment on the 6th instant, to which reply 
I have nothing to add. The committee 
of management at their meeting on 
the 13th instant passed a_ resolution 
expressing dissatisfaction with the reply 
of the Irish Government. 


Mr. LUNDON : 
being paid in other places for 


lunatics ? 


Are not similar sums 
these 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am not aware 
of that. I will investigate any cases 


the hon. Member may lay before me. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Has 
the money due to the Clare Asylum 
been paid ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I must ask for 
notice of that. 
INNISHOWEN DISTRICT COUNCIL 





GRANT FOR LABOURERS’ COTTAGES. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he can 
state how much of the £40,000 voted 
by Parliament in 1890 stands at the pre- 
sent time to the credit of the Innishowen 
District Council in aid of liabilities in- 
curred under the Labourers (Lreland) 
Acts, and if any other sum or sums 
stand to the credit or are payable to- 
said district council under any other 
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grants in connection with the Labourers 


Acts. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The amount to 
the credit of the Innishowen Rural 
District out of the grant referred to 
is £183 1s. 7d. In addition 
a sum of about £1,380 annually accrues 
to county Donegal, in which the rural 
district is situate, out of the Exchequer 
contribution provided by Section 5 of the 
Land Purchase Act of 1891. A sum 
of £865 has been lying to the credit of 
the county since the last distribution 
took place in March, 1900. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY: Can the right 
hon. Gentleman say how the sum of 
£1,380 allocated to the county annually 
is distributed among the district coun- 
cils ? 

Mr. WYNDHAM: It is distributed 
in proportion to the efforts made by the 
various councils for providing cottages, 
and the reason for the non-payment 
of the sum is that the expenditure of the 
rural districts in which the cottages are 
being erected does not entitle them to the 
whole amount. 


PORTNALING (CO. DONEGAL) FISHING 
INDUSTRY. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether representa- 
tions have been made to the Irish 
Government by the Congested  Dis- 
tricts Board suggesting the construction 
of a pier and harbour at Portnaling, 
county Donegal ; and whether the Irish 
Government intend carrying out the 


to this, | 
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' Mr. WYNDHAM: I am not aware 
lof that. The question of aiding the 
fishing industry is a very large one, 
‘which I cannot discuss by way of ques. 
tion and answer. 


ROMAN CATHOLIC MAGISTRATES. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY: [ beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether, seeing that 
names of suitable Roman Catholic gen- 
'tlemen have been recommended to the 
Lord Lieutenant of the county for the 
Commission of.the Peace, and that he 
‘has refused to appoint them, the Irish 
Government will take steps to remedy 
this inequality, and have the vacancies 
recently caused by the death of three 
Roman Catholic magistrates in that 
district at least filled by the appoint- 
ment of three more. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Lord Chan- 
cellor has no information as to the names 
of Roman Catholic gentlemen sub- 
mitted to the Lieutenant of the county 
for appointment to the Commission of 
the Peace in the Moville district, to 
which the question refers. As I have 
already stated, it is discretionary with 
the Lieutenant to make recommenda- 
tions for such appointments to the Lord 
Chancellor, and it is not within the 
province of the Executive to intervene 
in the matter, as suggested. 

Mr. O’DOHERTY: Will the Lord 


Lieutenant recommend these gentlemen 
for appointment / 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


construction, or giving a grant towards , 


the construction, of said pier and har- 
bour. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: Representations 
have been made to the Irish Government 
by fishermen and others in favour of the 
project mentioned. These representa- 
tions have been brought to the notice 
of the Congested Districts Board, who 
are at present considering the matter. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY : Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the Congested 
Districts Board have informed me that 
they cannot approve this project, but 
that they propose to recommend the 
Irish Government to do 
towards the erection of a pier at this 
point ? 


something 


IRISH NATIONAL EDUCATION— 
TEACHERS’ SALARIES AND RESIDUAL 
GRANT. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry. 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he can 
state on what grounds have the Com- 
missioners of National Education paid 
Mr. William O'Callaghan, of Churchtown 
National School, Buttevant, on the scale 
of £64 per annum, while his predecessor's 
salary was £127 per annum ; and whether 

if this provisional salary is increased at 
| the final fixing of teachers’ salaries, the 
difference will be refunded this teacher. 

I beg also toask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
{the money known as the Balance of 
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Residual Grant, which teachers in Irish 
national schools get before the 1st April 
each year, is meant for the financial year 
ended 31st March, or for the year ended 
31st December. 


Mr. WYNDHAM:: These matters will 
come before the Commissioners of 
National Edueation at their meeting next 
Tuesday, and I shall therefore not be in 
a position to answer these questions until 
after that. 


JUDICIAL RENTS ON COUNTY 
MONAGHAN ESTATES. 

Mr. DALY (Monaghan, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that applications to have judicial 
rents fixed on the Shirley, Tennison, and 
Browlow estates in the county Monaghan 
are pending for the last two years, and if 
he can state the date when the Sub- 
Commissioners will sit at Carrickmacross 
to dispose of the cases referred to. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There are only 
fifteen cases on the estates named that 
have not as yet been listed for hearing. 
None of these cases are pending for two 
years. In five of them the applications 
were only lodged a few days ago, while the 
earliest application was received on the 
18th October, 1899. The hearing of 
the list of cases from Carrickmacross 
recently issued will be commenced on 
the 28th instant. 


DISTRIBUTION OF SEEDS TO IRISH 
FARMERS, 

Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, 8.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state what steps have been taken under 
the Agriculture and Technical Instruc- 
tion (Ireland) Act, 1899, to improve the 
various agricultural seeds, and what 
arrangements have been made to distri- 
bute these improved strains of seeds 
amongst the Irish farmers. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Department 
of Agriculture have issued a scheme for 
a series of agricultural experiments during 
the present year in order to afford reliable 
information to farmers on the influence 
of manures, and varieties and mixture of 
seeds, and on the suitability for Ireland 
of new varieties of crops which may be 
Placed on the markets. The Depart- 
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ment are also promoting schemes with a 
view to testing certain varieties of seed 
potatoes, and to conducting experiments 
with oats and fax. The conditions 
under which these schemes are being 
promoted are fully detailed in leaflets 
issued by the Department and largely cir- 
culated amongst county councils, agri- 
cultural societies, farmers, and the press. 
I have forwarded copies of these leaflets 
to the kon. Member fov his information. 


NEWBRIDGE PORT, CO. DONEGAL. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether representations have 
been received by the Congested Districts 
Board pointing out the immediate neces- 
sity for the construction of a boatslip and 
breakwater at Newbridge Port, county 
Donegal ; if a report on the desirability 
and necessity for this work was made to 
the Board some years ago by their en- 
gineer and fishery expert ; if the Rev. Mr. 
Green, one of the members of the Board 
lately inspected the site of the proposed 
works ; whether he is aware that two 
fishermen from this port were recently 
drowned close by ; and that the evidence 
at the inquest held on these men, and the 
rider added by the jury to their verdict, 
proved that if a boatslip and breakwater 
had been in existence these fishermen 
might not have been drowned; and 
whether immediate steps will be taken 
to have this work carried out. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Applications have 
been made to the Congested Districts 
Board for the construction of a break- 
water at Newbridge, in Lough Swilly. 
A report in reference to the matter was 
made to the Board by their engineer, and 
the place was also recently inspected by 
Mr. Green. | understand the facts are as 
stated in the fourth paragraph. The 
question of the construction of a break- 
water is at present under the considera- 
tion of the Board. 


INNISHOWEN COUNCIL AND COM- 
PULSORY LAND PURCHASE. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY : I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether his attention has 
been called to a meeting of the Innis- 
howen District Council, at which a 
resolution, proposed by a tenant and 
seconded by a landlord, was unanimously 
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passed calling upon the Government to 
pass a measure of compulsory purchase 
of the landlords in Ireland ; and will the 
(sovernment introduce, in the present 
Session, a compulsory and not a volun- 
tary Land Purchase Bill. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The policy of the 
Grovernment in this matter has already 
been announced. Even the. resolution 
ot the Innishowen Council has not so far 
modified the opinions of the Govern- 
ment. 


Qu est, ion s. 
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LABOURERS ACTS--DELAYS IN 
COMPLETING SCHEMES. 
Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 8.): [| 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he will 
state how long it takes the Local Govern- 
ment Board to complete schemes under 
the Labourers Acts; and whether he 
will see that steps be taken to expedite 
such urgent matters henceforward. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No fixed period 
can be assigned for the completion of the 
steps necessary to the confirmation of 
an improvement scheme under the 
Labourers Acts. The time taken depends 
to a great extent on the dimensions and 
nature of the scheme. In many in- 
stances schemes are submitted by the 
local authorities in an incomplete or 
imperfect manner, necessitating lengthy 
correspondence with the promoters betore 
the holding of a local inquiry. In other 
cases, as the result of the inquiry, it is 
found requisite to alter sites for cottages, 
and to arrange as to water supply, ete. 
There has been, | believe, no undue delay 
in confirming schemes in the past, and 
the Local Government Board will con- 
tinue to expedite them in the future by 
every means in their power. 


Mr. CULLINAN: Is not the right 
hon. Gentleman aware—of his own ex- 
perience—of the necessity for expediting 
the erection of these cottages, and can 
he say why it takes the Local Govern- 
ment Board four, and even five years, 
after full information has been supplied, 
to carry out their part of the work. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: My information 


leads me to believe and hope that the 
hon. Member is overstating the case. 
At any rate, I hope such delay will not 
occur again. 
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Mr. CULLINAN: I may mention a 
case in the Tipperary Union. 


LOANS TO TRISH FISHERMEN, 

Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been directed to the prac. 
tice of requiring fishermen in Ireland, 
who apply for loans for the purpose of 
purchasing gear and repairing boats, 
to supply sureties for advances ; and 
whether, in view of the fact that such 
fishermen, on procuring sureties, could 
from banks or 
other sources, and that the boats and 
gear would of themselves be sufficient 
security, the practice or regulation re- 
ferred to will be relaxed in cases in which 
the applicants cannot procure sureties 
but are of good character. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It is the practice, 
in accordance with existing rules, to 
require applicants for loans for fishery 
purposes to furnish personal security. 
It is very doubtful if loans could be 
obtained from banks on such favourable 
terms as from the Fishery Fund. The 
repayment of advances from the latter 
is spread over a number of years, and 
the rate of interest charged is 2} per 
cent. per annum. With regard to the 
suggestion that loans should be advanced 
on the security of the boats or gear pur- 
chased, it is to be borne in mind that a 
boat must be registered under the Mer- 
chant Shipping Act before a mortgage 
can be taken on it, and that the expense 
to be thereby incurred by the applicant 
would not be warranted unless in the 
case of a first-class vessel. The question, 
however, of the desirability of altering 
the existing rules so as to extend the 
advantages of the Fishery Fund toa 
larger number of fishermen is occupying 
the attention of the Department of 
Agriculture. 


DAVID FINLAY’S ESTATE, CO. CAVAN, 

Mr. M‘GOVERN (Cavan, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state how long the estate of David 
Finlay and others, situate in the barony 
of Tullyhan, county of Cavan, has been 
in the Landed Estates Court in the hands 
of a receiver ; has a request under the 
40th section of the Land Act been issued, 
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and on what date ; and can he explain 


the cause of the delay in completing the | 


transfer of this estate to the tenants. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: An order for the 
sale of this estate was made in January, 
1890, but the sale is not taking place 


under the 40th section of the Act of | 


1896. The solicitors having carriage 
of the proceedings state that the delay 
in the completion of the sale has been 
caused by the arrangements for the 
distribution of turbary on the estate. 
Jt was also found necessary to obtain an 
order from the Land Judge overruling 


the claims for turbary made by some of | 


the tenants. 


PROCLAIMED LEAGUE MEETING AT 
FOXFORD. 

Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land on what grounds the meeting 
announced to be held at Foxtford on the 


Ist January was proclaimed ; who swore | 
‘tenants concerned. 


the information on which the proclama- 
tion was issued ; and on what principle 
is it proposed to charge on the locality 
£5 for expenses of extra police used for 
suppressing the meeting. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: This meeting was | 


called under the auspices of the local 
United Irish League. In July, 1899, 
asa result of a meeting of the same kind 
at the same place, the grazing of two 
farms in the locality was boycotted, and 
a resolution was also adopted on that 
occasion directed against men in the 


employment of a grazier, who is a shop- | 


keeper in Foxford. The grazing of other 


meadows near Foxford was also boy- 


cotted in 1899, and again last year. The 
police were of opinion that the meeting 
convened for the Ist instant would lead 
to a renewal of boycotting, and the 


District Inspector made an information | 
and | 


on oath, setting forth the facts 
stating that he believed the object of the 
mecting was boycotting and intimida- 
tion, and that, if held, it would be an 
unlawful assembly. The 


to be proclaimed. 
paragraph, the charge to local rates in 


this instance represents a moiety of the | 


expenses of the force brought into Fox- 
ford from other counties, and is leviable 
under the authority of Section 6 of the 
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'are pending ; 


ito believe that that is so. 
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ll and 12 Vict. cap. 72, as amended by 
Section 13 of the 37 and 38 Vict. cap. 80. 


(Ouestions. 


| The expenses of the men assembled from 


within the county are defrayed from the 
Constabulary Vote. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Are we to 
'understand that the right of public 
|meeting at Foxford and elsewhere de- 
|pends on the caprice of the District 
Inspector ? 

*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order ! 
FAIR RENT APPLICATIONS—DELAYS. 

Mr. CULLINAN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether his attention has 
been directed to the delay in the hearing 
by the Land Commission of fair rent 
applications in cases where negotiations 


g; and whether he can press 


/on the Commission the desirability of 


shortening these delays, with the view 
of lessening the inconvenience to the 


Mr. WYNDHAM : There is, no doubt. 
some delay in thedisposal of fair-rent appli- 
cations, but delay is unavoidable, and the 
Commissioners are fully alive to the 
importance of dealing with all such 
applications as rapidly as the cireum- 
stances will admit. 

Mr. CULLINAN: The right hon. 
Gentleman has answered exactly oppo- 
site of what I wished, owing to the altera- 
tion made by the clerk. Shall I put a 
supplementary question now ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Perhaps the hon. 
Member had better put his question on 
the Paper. 


Mr. CLANCY : Are all cases in which 


/negotiations for sale are pending to he 


indefinitely postponed ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have no reason 
I understand 
the hon. Member wants to give them 


| priority. 
Government | I : 
thereupon directed the proposed meeting | 
In answer to the third | 


Mr. CLANCY : Yes, he wants to know 
whether as a matter of fact the Land 
Commissioners have arrived at the 
determination to postpone the hearing 
of all applications in cases where nego- 
tiations for sale are pending ? Is such a 
decision, if made, legal or not ! 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The difficulty is 
that none of us are clear as to the exact | 
meaning of the question. The hon. 


Member had better put it in the form in | 


which he wishes it. 


Mr. CULLINAN : I will, and I hope 
the clerk will not alter it. 


TOBACCO CULTIVATION IN IRELAND. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he can state the 
acreage under cultivation of tobacco in 
the various counties of Ireland last year, 
the average yield per acre, the cost of 
cultivation, the price obtained, and the 
net profit per acre. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There has not been 
sufficient time to obtain a report on this 
question, which only appeared on the 
Paper this morning for the first time 
Perhaps the hon. Member will repeat it. 


GRANARD POSTAL ARRANGEMENTS. 


Mr. J.P. FARRELL (Longford. N.): 
| beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, as representing the Postmaster 
(ieneral, whether he is aware that all 
letters arriving from England or Dublin 
or Granard by midday train trom Aghna- 
cliffe and Lisryan are detained in Granard 
from 12 noon to 6 a.m. next morning. 
and that, as replies can only be posted 
that night in Aghnacliffe, several days 
elapse before any business communication 
can be completed ; and that, although 
four rural messengers run from Aghna- 
cliffe oftice, no wall boxes having been 
provided, their services are practically 
useless to many people ; and whether, in 
place of a midday messenger now sent by 
the Department six miles from Edge- 
worthstown to Ballinalee and back to 
catch up the limited mail trains. he 
would arrange to send a car to Streete 
Crossing and have mails for Ballinalee, 
Aghnacliffe, and Lisryan there thrown 
out, so that a car could serve all this dis- 
trict and take the return letters from 
Aghnacliffe, Ballinalee, and Lisryan back 
to eatch the up mail to Dublin each even- 
ing, thus saving correspondents at least 
two days ; and whether he will cause wall 


hoxes to be set at Smear Barracks, Molly | 
and Clonback | 


Cross, Rathmore Cross, 
Schoolhouse. 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : No 
complaint appears to have been received 
| respecting the postal arrangements in the 
neighbourhood of Granard, Aghnacliffe, 
}and Lisryan ; but the Postmaster General 

will have inquiry made with the view of 
ascertaining whether it is practicable to 
provide the increased facilities asked for 
by the hon. Member, and the result shall 
be communicated to him. 


‘NORTH TYRONE POSTAL ARRANGE. 
MENTS. 

*Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether his attention has been called to 
the inconvenience caused to the inhabi- 
tants of the district by the want of a post 
office at Curragh, in North Tyrone ; and, 
if not, will he cause inquiry to be made 
into the matter. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
question of establishing a post office at 
Curragh, in North Tyrone, has recently 
been inquired into, and the Postmaster 
General finds that the amount of cor- 
respondence for the locality is not nearly 
sufficient to justify the provision of a post 
office. 


*Mr. HEMPHILL: It is occasioning 
very great inconvenience indeed in this 
very remote locality. 
CULTURE—EXPERIMENTAL 

ESTABLISHMENT. 

Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 


FISH 


‘whether a proposition was made by the 


Board of Trade to the Treasury to expend 
a small sum upon and _ experimental 
establishment for fish culture, and 
whether the proposition was accepted or 


declined. 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 


The proposals of the Board of Trade are 
engaging the attention of His Majesty's 
Government, as part of the general 
question of the measures calculated to 
cultivate and develop the fishing grounds 
from which the markets of this country 
are supplied. 


NATIONAL SCHOOL—BUILD- 
ING ESTIMATES. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask the 


| Secretary to the Treasury whether any 
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claim recently came betore the Board of | 
Works for a sum of £68 15s., balance of a | 
sum of £103 2s. 8d., the cost to the | 
managers 0! building a national school at | 
Ardagh, county Longford, over and | 
above the estimate made in accordance 
with the plan of the Board of Works; | 
whether he is aware that this plan was 
first devised and approved many years 
ago by the Board, and that, in conse- 
quence of the increase in price of labour 
and materials, the Board’s estimate, 
which under this plan in 1887 was only 
£474, was in 1890 raised to £674, an 
increase in three years of nearly 50 per 
cent.; and whether, seeing that the 
Education Department passed all the 
managers’ accounts, and that of the 
£103 2s. 8d. excess claimed, recom- 
mended an increase from £82 12s. to 
£110 2s. in respect of one item, and in 
view of the fact that these schools have 
been admitted by the Board’s inspector | 
to be admirably constructed, and that 
since 1890, when the last increase in 
estimates for work under the Board’s 
plan was sanctioned, materials and 
labour have advanced at least 30 per 
cent., especially in remote districts in 
Ireland, and as the local contribution 
was fully and freely paid for these schools, 
the Board of Works will now give their | 
assent to the further payment of a | 
supplemental grant of £68 15s., being | 
two-thirds of the sum in excess of the 
original estimate which the buildings 
cost. | 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : | 
Grants under the regulations of the 
National Education Commissioners are | 
limited to two-thirds of the estimated | 
cost of the work except in the case of 
school enclosures, and the managers of 
the schools in question have received the 
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SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTIONS. 

Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, in deference to the wish of a 
large minority of the House of Commons, 
he will consent to withdraw the direction 
that the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs shall decline to reply to 
any supplementary questions. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 


| SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 


E.): I see no reason to change the 
practice, which has been found during 
the last two years very much in the 
public interest. Of course this practice 
does not exclude, and never has excluded, 
the possibility of asking for, and receiv- 
ing, a small verbal explanation. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman request the Under 
Secretary to give the small verbal ex- 
planation I asked for just now ? 


THE ROYAL DECLARATION AGAINST 
ROMAN CATHOLICISM. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury if it was 
upon the advice of His Majesty’s Privy 
Council that His Majesty made and 


subscribed the Declaration affecting the 


Roman Catholic religion mentioned in 
the Bill of Rights as to be taken upon His 
Majesty's first coming into Parliament ; 
whether his attention has been called 
to the fact that the said Declaration is 
stated in the Bill of Rights to be the 
Declaration mentioned in the Statute of 
30 Charles 2, intituled, ‘“‘ An Act for dis- 
abling Papists from sitting in either 
House of Parliament,” and that so much 
of that Act as remained in force was 
wholly repealed by the Parliamentary 
Oaths Amendment Act, 1866; did His 
Majesty’s Ministers tender any advice 














| to His Majesty as to the effect of the Act 
‘of 1866 on the Declaration prescribed 
‘by the Bill of Rights; and will the 
Government include in the next Statute 
Law Revision Bill as spent or obsolete 
that portion of the Bill of Rights relating 


highest grant to which under these 
circumstances they are entitled. I ought 
to add that the original estimate for the 
school at Ardagh was £530, not £474, as 
stated in the question. It is possible 
that the scale of estimated cost embodied to the repealed Declaration. 
in the regulations above referred to may 

require to be revised in view of the rise Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am advised 
of prices since it was originally fixed. | that the Act of 1866 referred to by the 
This matter is now being investigated, hon. and learned Gentleman has no 
but I do not think it would, in any case, | effect upon the Declaration made by 
be possible to make the alteration retro- | His Majesty. The Bill of Rights requires 
spective. that Declaration to be made. This 
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enactment is still in force and cannot 
possibly be repealed, or rendered obsolete, 
by the Statute Law Revision Act. The 


obligation does not depend on the repeal , 


of the Statute 30 Charles 2, Section 2, 
but on the Bill of Rights, which in- 
corporates, by reference, the Declaration 
which is in that statute. The subse- 
quent repeal is, I understand, quite 
immaterial. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: As this is a 
matter of considerable gravity and 
doubt, will the right hon. Gentleman 
consent to refer the matter to a small 
Committee, as has been done in some 
other cases of doubt, and receive a Report 
as to whether it is not a fit matter to be 
dealt with by the Statute Law ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: [ am informed 
by my hon. and learned friend the 
Attorney General that there really can 
de no doubt of the legal validity of the 
action taken. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman appoint a small Committee to 
consider that question? I waive the 
legal question as to whether this is not a 
fit matter to refer to the Statute Law 
Revision Committee. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have before 
said that | am no admirer of the terms of 
the Declaration, which is the point raised 
by the hon. and learned Gentleman, who 
has made a suggestion the basis of which 
surely must be that there is some doubt 
as to the legal validity of the action taken. 
If there is no doubt, then there is surely 
no need for a Committee. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Then I beg to give 
notice that [ shall oppose the passing of 
any further Statute Law Revision Bill 
until this matter has been dealt with. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: In view 
of the very strong feeling that exists, 
will the Government consider the advis- 
ability of introducing a short Act, which 
no doubt will unanimously pass, altering 
the Declaration ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think I 
dealt with that question on a previous 
day. * 





* See page 320. 
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PENSIONS FOR THE AGED 
DESERVING POOR, 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
the Government intend to take any, and 
if so what action during the present 
session of Parliament with a view to 
ameliorating the condition of the aged 
and deserving poor. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have no 
further statement to make as to the 
legislative projects of the Government 
during the present session. 


COST OF THE CORONATION, 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury if he 
can state what was the cost of the Coro- 
nation of His Majesty King William IV. 
and of Her Majesty Queen Victoria ; if 
the cost of the coming Coronation is 
likely to exceed either of them ; whether 
any portion of the expenses will have to 
be defrayed by Ireland; and whether 
any of the money is likely to be spent 
there. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I believe that in 
1831 the Coronation cost £42,298 3s. 9d., 
and in 1838 £69,421 ls. 10d. 


Mr. J. CAMPBELL: The right hon. 
Gentleman has not answered the con- 
cluding paragraph of my question. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
I am bound to answer a question as to 
where the money is likely to be spent. 
I am no more gifted with the power of 
prophecy than the hon. Gentleman him- 
self. 

Mr. FLAVIN: Will the Catholics of 
the United Kingdom be compelled to 
contribute to the price of the Corona- 
tion ? 


[| No answer was given. | 
NEW WRIT FOR THE BOROUGH OF 
MAIDSTONE. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That Mr. Speaker do issue his warrant 
to the Clerk of the Crown to make out 
a new writ for the electing of a Member 
to serve in this present Parliament for 
the Borough of Maidstone, in the room 
of John Barker, esquire, whose election 
has been declared to be void.’’—(Vr. 


_ Herbert Gladstone.) 
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Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : 
I understand from the statement of the 
Attorney General that this evidence has 
been laid upon the Table of the House 
in manuscript, but this is not convenient 
for the general perusal of the Members 
of this House. Only a few minutes will 
be required to enable me to state the 
reason why I move this Amendment. 
[ admit that it is quite within precedent 
that the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for West Leeds should move this writ, 
but there are many reasons why it should 
not be issued, at present, at any rate. On 
many occasions the House has suspended 
writs for short periods for the printing 
of the evidence—for instance, there are 
the cases of Nottingham, in 1843, Har- 
wich, in 1848, Clitheroe, in 1853 ; but the 
best precedent is that of Norwich, in 
1875. The case of Nottingham was 
on all fours with this. The judges re- 
ported that Mr. John Walter was, 
through his agents, guilty of bribery 
without his knowledge and consent, and 
that is precisely what has been reported 
of Mr. Barker at Maidstone. I want to 
show the House how similar this Not- 
tingham case is to Maidstone. In the 
Nottingham case, in which the Ear] of 
Lincoln gave notice of motion in precisely 
the same terms mine, twenty-six 
persons were scheduled as guilty of 
bribery, and twenty-five persons were 
scheduled in Maidstone. In the case of 
Maidstone it is the third offence, for this 
is the third time that a Member for 
Maidstone has been unseated. In this 
case it is a member of the party to which 
I belong who has been unseated, but in 
the two previous cases it was a member 
belonging to the opposite party. In the 
Nottingham case, upon a division the writ 
was suspended for a week, and at the 
end of that time it was moved “that the 
writ do now issue”’; and after an ex- 
haustive debate on the printed report, 
in which sixteen Members took part, 
the writ was issued. In the case of 
Harwich, which was another first offence. 
the writ was moved, and a long debate 
resulted, and it was subsequently ordered 
that a copy of the evidence be laid on 
the Table of the House. 


Ture ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert Fintay, Inverness Burghs) : 
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Mr. CAINE: In the year 1848. In 

the case of the Norwich Election Report 
there they unseated the Members for 
bribery and corruption. In this case a 
Royal Commission was instituted, and 
the writ was suspended for five years- 
until the following General Election- 
when it was issued along with the others. 
That, I think, was a very wholesome 
punishment, and it had a very whole- 
some effect upon subsequent elections. 
I believe that if some such course were 
taken in the case now under considera- 
tion, it would have a similar result, and 
would purify the constituency consider- 
ably. I do not want to go into any 
details, but I hold that this writ ought 
not to be issued at all. This borough is 
notoriously and = incorrigibly corrupt. 
In the present case the bribery has been 
shameless and extensive, and this is the 
third time that the election has been 
declared void upon petition. Twenty-five 
persons are scheduled bribed and 
eleven persons as guilty of bribery, and 
among these eleven three have been 
refused certificates of indemnity, and one 
of these is Mr. Levi Barker, the brother 
of the unseated Member. I hear that the 
unseated Member is also engaged can- 
vassing in the constituency, although the 
evidence went to show that he hid 
practically been guilty of bribery by 
giving large orders for goods to trades- 
men in his constituency. One of the 
judges censured him severely, and told 
him that he had gone very near the 
mark indeed in the matter. Everyone 
admits that the bribery was widespread 
and general on both sides, for, although 
the unseated candidate only had a 
majority of thirty-eight, the seat was 
not claimed by his opponent. I have 
had a great number of letters from 
Maidstone itself imploring me not to go 
on with this motion, including one from 
one of the most influential leaders of the 
Liberal party there. He states that if 
there was any delay in the issuing of the 
writ it would give the Conservatives 
time to organise bribery in all the low 
public-houses. I therefore appeal to the 
House to delay the issuing of the writ 
until the House has time to examine the 
evidence, which I think will result in the 
appointment of a Commission. I beg 
to propose the Amendment standing in 
my name. 


2N 


as 
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*Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- 
shire, E.): | am very glad to have the 
opportunity of seconding this Amend- 


ment, because I think the House 
should recognise that this is no party. 
issue. There are Members on_ this’ 
side of the House who are quite 


as anxious for the purity of election as 
Members on the opposite side. I hope 
the House will regard this question upon 
somewhat broader grounds than those 
which have been advanced by the Attor- 
ney General in his answer toa question 
to-day. It is quite true that we have the 
teport of the election here, but it is a 
very short document, in which the 
judges answer certain questions put to 
them ; andit does not give us any further 
information except the most important 
fact that has already been mentioned by 
my hon. friend, that as far as their in- 
quiries have gone they have discovered 
twenty-five persons who have been 
bribed, and eleven persons who have 
acted as bribers. My hon. and learned 
friend the Attorney General said there 
was no precedent for the House inter- 
fering with the issue of the writ. I am 
told that in 1881 there was an instance 
(Gloucester) in which only three cases 
ot bribery were actually proved, but 
the writ was suspended and an inquiry 
held. That is what we really ought to 
do here, because we already have from 
the newspapers the knowledge ot the 
average man on this subject. I do not 
believe, whatever may be thought 
in this House, that outside they will 
think we have acted with due regard 
to our professions in our own constitu- 
encies of desiring purity of elections 
it we proceed with this somewhat in- 
decent haste to issue a writ for this 
borough at the very earliest moment 
that it is possible to do so. We do 
not know whether what was stated 
in the press was true or not until 
these Papers have been printed and 
circulated. In order to give proper 
grounds to this motion, and to eall the 
attention of the House to what was 
reported in the papers to have been said 
hy the judges in the case, I will read 
some very strong expressions which Mr. 
Justice Kennedy is reported to have 
used. He said— 


‘As to corrupt practices, it would seem 
from the evidence that there existed among | 
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the voters in the borough a number of the 
lower class who always expected to receive 
some payment or reward for their votes. . . . 
There seemed to be a more or less systematic 
——e made by some person for the satis- 
action of the corrupt wants of those voters 
to whom he had referred. The proved cases of 
bribery extended through all the wards, and 
the uniformity of the payments pointed to a 
certain pre-arrangement on the part of some 
persons, the existence of something like a plan, 
something more than the casual and unpre- 
meditated expenditure of some unscrupulous 
partisan.” 

I venture to think that those are very 
strong words, especially when coupled 
with the fact that no less than eleven 
persons are reported to have been guilty 
of bribery, and | think the inference 
might fairly be drawn that there were 
considerably more than twenty-five per- 
sons who might have been proved to have 
been bribed if further inquiry was made. 
I do not intend to find fault with our 
judges, but I do find some fault with 


another official, whose statutory duty has 


been made clear by the Corrupt Practices 
Act. By that Act it is clearly laid down 
that the representative of the director 
of public prosecutions should be present 
at the trial, and, with or without direc- 
tions, if it appeared to him that any 
person was able to give material evidence 
on the subject of the trial, he should 
eall and examine such person as a witness. 
I am surprised that that course was not 
taken in this case, remembering what 
discussions ensued and the manner in 
which the was presented. The 
petitioner stopped his evidence as soon as 
he had unseated the sitting member. 
The efforts of the defendant's counsel 
were entirelydirected to show that he(Mr. 
Barker) had not been guilty of corrupt 
practices. And having done that, neither 
party had any interest in prolonging the 
inquiry. I may go further and say. 
both had considerable interest in  stop- 
ping the inquiry. The state of the facts 


case 


is clearly brought out by a_ curious 
remark of the judge. I do not know 


whether it is accurately reported, because 
we have not had the advantage of look- 
ing at the official record of the pro- 
ceedings. Mr. Justice Channell said this: 
“ Well, if no one will ask the question | 
must ask it.” That remark proves 
pretty clearly that the inquiry in this 
case was not pursued in a thorough and 
proper manner, as it should have been. 
and we, therefore, have a right to have 
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further evidence, and I think the House 
would be extremely unwise in not taking 
this opportunity of enforcing it. 
very well known, unhappily for the 
candidates, that there is a considerable 
amount of corruption in not a few 
constituencies, but it is very rarely that 
any of these cases come before the Courts 
because of the question of cost and the 
unpopularity involved, both candidates 
probably being equally guilty—all those 
things conduce to make an inquiry 
before the Election Courts very rare 
indeed. Therefore, having regard to 
the importance of the question, we 
ought to see that this writ should not be 
issued until further inquiry has been 
made, and the matter has received our 
careful consideration. If this House 
rejects this Amendment and the very 
reasonable request that is contained in it, 
it will make the cause of electoral purity 
still more hopeless than it is at present, 
and will give encouragement to prac- 
tices which we all deplore and condemn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out all the words from the word 
‘That,’ to the end of the Question, in order to 
ald the words ‘no new writ for the electing 
of a Member to serve in this present Parlia- 
ment for the Borough of Maidstone ought to 
be issued until the House is in possession of 
the printed evidence and judgment taken by 
the deputies of the shorthand writer of the 
House of Commons.’ ”—(.Mr. Caine.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
(juestion.” 


*Sir F. DIXON-HARTLAND (Middle- 
sex, Uxbridge): The last motion of this 
kind made in this House was made in 
respect of my own constituency in 1880, 
A petition was presented, and the same 
motion to delay the issue of the writ 
until the judges’ notes were placed on 


the Table was made and agreed to. 
Eventually the writ was re-issued. 
» hat was the result? The result 


was that a new election was held, and 
another petition presented with regard 
to that election, but it was of a somewhat 
diferent character tothis. In that case I 
claimed the seat, and after a trial extend- 
ing over seventeen days the judges found 
forty-eight cases of corruption on the 
same side where it existed before. It does 
seem important to me that in the case of 
a borough with the character which 
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Maidstone possesses, the House ought to 
| have an opportunity of seeing the notes 

upon the Table before they consent to 
| issue a new writ. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): 
| However corrupt .Maidstone may be, 
'there is a law to deal with it, and 
I think the attitude of the House 
upon this matter is opposed to the 
Constitution. ‘This House surrendered 





| its rights to deal with election matters in 


further provisions. 





1868, and relegated these questions to the 
judges. Subsequently, in 1883, it made 
Now Maidstone is 
entitled by statute to a representative in 
this House, and the Act of 1883 put upon 
the judges the duty of stating whether 
corrupt practices prevail or not. I think 
this House made a most profound mis- 
take in relegating this matter to the 
judges, and | think it is to be deplored 
that we parted for a moment with the 
power to investigate these cases ; but are 
we now, after the judges have heard the 
witnesses and pronounced judgment, to 
take up the evidence and sit as a court of 
appeal, and find that the judges have 
failed in their duty, and the Public 
Prosecutor in his? Look at the case 
from an Irish point of view. Take the 
of intimidation. Bribery is un- 
known in Ireland, but over and over 
again elections have been upset through 
intimidation. ‘Take the case of the two 
Divisions of Meath, where intimidation 
was so rife seven or eight years ago. Is 
the House to punish a whole constituency 


ease 


because on one occasion intimidation 
upset the election? Either let us repeal 
all the provisions which remit these 


matters to the judges, or else leave them 
as they are, and not attempt to set our- 
selves up as an independent and irregu- 
lar tribunal. If the tribunal as consti- 
tuted is not satisfactory, and we are to go 
back to the system of other days, we 
must repeal the Acts of 1868 and 1883, a 
proceeding in which | shall be happy to 


assist. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY © said he 
thought everyone would sympathise 
with the motives of the proposer and 
the seconder of the Amendment. They 
desired to do everything they could to 
promote the greater purity of elections, 
and he was sure that everyone in the 
House would gladly co-operate with them 

2N 2 
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in carrying that idea into practice. But 
the House should be extremely careful 
that it did not run into a great evil—an 
evil for which there was no compensa- 
tion. They had constituted a Court for 
the trial of election petitions, and the 
reports of the judges were sent to the 
House. Was it proposed that this House 
should have the evidence before it. should 
‘sit as a court of appeal from the decision of 
the judges, that every Member should 
read the evidence, and that they should 
debate upon the question of how far the 
House agreed or did not agree with the 
findings of the judges upon any election 
petition ? He submitted that anything 
of the kind would be most mischievous. 
lf they were dissatisfied with the trial of 
election petitions by judges, let them pro- 
vide some tribunal which might be con- 
sidered more appropriate. But he 
doubted whether there was any desire to 
return to the old system of Committees. 
On the whole, the present system of trial 
had given much more satisfaction than 
existed under the old system. The hon. 
Member who proposed the Amendment 
had alluded to a great many eases, but 
no useful purpose was served in quoting 
cases previous to the Act of 1868. In 
the present case, as the judges had not 
reported extensive corruption, what possi- 
bility was there of the House overruling 
their finding without having had the 
opportunity which the judges had of 
seeing the witnesses and hearing the 
evidence? It was impossible to do so, 
and hon. Members would be rash in 
pronouncing an opinion whether the 
judges were right or wrong under such 
circumstances. The question was by no 
means a new one. A similar Amend- 
ment arose in the case of Rochester in 
1893. In that case a new writ was 
moved for on 3rd February, 1893, and 
the Amendment was moved by the hon. 
Member for the Scotland Division of 
Liverpool. ‘The Amendment was debated 


at considerable length, and the late 
Lord Russell of Killowen, the present 


Lord Chief Justice. and Lord James of 
Hereford. all of whom were then Mem- 
bers of the House. expressed their views 
very strongly against any attempt to 
interfere with the present system. He 


submitted that the only proper and 

dignified course for the House to take 

was that recommended by the hon. and 
Sir Robert Finlay. 
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learned Gentleman opposite. So long 
as there was this mode of trial the 
House should accept the judges’ report, 
and act upon it. 


Mr. CAINE: What was the decision of 
the House with regard to the case referred 
to by the Attorney General ? 


Sik ROBERT FINLAY : The Amend- 


ment was withdrawn. 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.): I ven- 
ture to say that we are at one in the 
opinion on both sides of the House 
that we should do everything in ow 
power to promote purity of election. 
I am not quite agreed with the pro- 
position, at any rate in the absolute 
terms in which it was expressed and 
put forward by my hon. and _ learned 
friend, that this House in delegating cer- 
tain power to the judges has absolutely 
surrendered its own power. I do not 
think that is the case. What has hap- 
pened ? We have the report of the judges. 
They had the advantage of seeing the 
witnesses, watching their demeanour, 
living for some time in the atmosphere 
of this incriminated place. We have the 
report of the judges who enjoyed all these 
advantages, and although it was proved 
that corrupt practices were committed, 
it was not proved, nor have we reason to 
believe, that corrupt or illegal practices 
extensively prevailed. When the power 
to hear election petitions was delegated to 
the judges, of course it was supposed that 
by their trained faculties and their judi- 
cial experience they would be more com- 
petent to sit in a matter of this kind than 
a Committee selected from the various 
parties of this House. What are we 
asked to place against that but the sus- 
picion—for it is nothing but a suspicion, 
or, to put the matter accurately, the pos- 
sibility--that from the evidence, when it 
is printed and circulated, perhaps a ma- 
jority of the Members of this House might 
arrive at a different conclusion, and might 
come to the belief, contrary to that which 
the judges expressed, that corrupt prac- 
tices extensively prevailed? It has never 
been the practice of this House to refuse 
the issue of a writ unless there is ground 
to believe in the existence of extensive cor- 
ruption. I venture to say that never 
since this jurisdiction was delegated to 
the judges—a period of thirty years—ha- 
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the House acted in a matter of this kind 
in violation of the express and definite 
opinion given by the judges. I think 
the House would take a serious responsi- 
bility if it were to go back on that estab. 
lished practice. I hope the House will 
agree to the motion of my right hon. 
iriend. 


Masgor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 
[ hope the House will refuse the 
application made by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Leeds, 
because I think if it does otherwise 
it will stultify itself, and the public will 
not unnaturally say, What was the use of 
spending all this time over the Corrupt 
Practices Act some time ago if a glaring 
ease of this kind is to be condoned ? There 
isa county of the name of Essex, which 
isknown for the correctness and the pu- 
rity of its elections, but we have boroughs 
which are rather flagrant examples the 
very Opposite way, and yet I know that 
the Essex boroughs would stand aghast if 
they had the example of Maidstone before 
them. We know the case on the evidence 
given during the inquiry at Maidstone, 
but there was evidence which might have 
been produced and which was not given. 
There was any amount of evidence which 
would have been revealed if the case had 
not been withdrawn, and probably it 
would have sent some people to Maidstone 
(raol if it had come to the surface. I 
think it is high time that the House put 
its foot down on this sort of proceeding. 
Bribery has increased, and is increasing, 
and should be abated in many constituen- 
We all know what happens. It 
does not matter what colour a man wears 
before an election. A man goes down— 
God knows where he comes from—and 
sows the country with sovereigns and 
papers the place with £5 notes, and when 
the election is over everybody knows per- 
fectly that the amount stated in the 
official return only represents one-half of 
I think 
ome attempt ought to be made to bell 
| the cat. The House ought to put its foot 
down and make an example of this place. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rusheliffe): lam very gladthatthis motion 
has been brought forward. This is not a 
matter in which the House can delegate 
to the judges of the realm its responsi- 
bility. I have discussed this matter out- 


cles, 
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side the House with some of those who 
were concerned in the passing of the Cor- 
rupt Practices Act of 1868, and very 
grave doubt exists in certain quarters as 
to whether the House did a wise thing in 
delegating certain of its powers to the 
judges. I venture to say the Attorney 
General has given a most substantial 
illustration why this motion should be 
carried. It must be within the know- 
ledge of everybody who has taken an in- 
terest in politics during the last fifteen or 
twenty years that the Corrupt Practices 
Act has very largely failed in many re- 
spects in producing the effects which its 
promoters expected. As I understand, 
all that the mover and seconder of the 
motion have asked is, that every Member 
of the House of Commons should, if he 
desires, be in possession of the evidence 
on which the decision of the judges was 
founded. 

Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam): I am quite aware that this is 
a matter in which the House should 
proceed with great care, lest it should lay 
itself open to the charge of deviating 
from the usual form. This is one of the 
cases where the House has clearly, on the 
face of the Statute-book, reserved to itself 
full discretion. It was reserved to the 
House to say whether a constituency 
should be temporarily or permanently 
disfranchised. ‘This not a case in 
which the judges have in unqualified 
terms said that they did not consider 
that corrupt practices had extensively 
prevailed. On the contrary, they 
have shown considerable doubt and 
hesitation, and this case, moreover, is 
distinguished from other cases of the 
same kind. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for East Fife says the judges 
had the opportunity of hearing and 
seeing the witnesses. What we say is 
that there were probably other witnesses, 
in addition to those who tendered evi- 
dence, who might have been forthcoming 
had the trial proceeded, and whom the 
judges would have seen, but under the 
circumstances did not see. | suggest 
that there is another way out of the 
difficulty, and that is that the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Leeds should not have chosen this par- 
ticular day on which to move for the 
issue of the writ. I would ask him to 
deliver the House from its difficulty by 


is 
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withdrawing the motion, thus leaving 
further time to elapse, and enabling the 
House to show, in a case like this, that 
kind of hesitation which His Majesty’s 
judges have themselves shown. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs) : The House has had the 
advantage of having the law laid very 
clearly before it by gentlemen learned 
in the law, speaking with high authority 
on both sides, and I think it is quite clear 
that the precedents are in favour of the 
House proceeding with the issue of a new 
writ, unless there is a direct report from 
the judges which would induce the House 
to take a different course. ‘The right hon. 
Gentleman who has just sat down says 
that we should be guided, as I understand 
him, not by the evidence that was given, 
but by the evidence that might have been 
given before the judges. I think that 
is rather a curious position to take up; 
but the answer to it in this instance, I 
imagine, is that if the judges entertained 
any sort of suspicion that the further 
prosecution of the case would have dis- 
closed a much more extensive and serious 
chain of bribery than had already been 
unfolded they would have insisted on 
the matter being proceeded with. If I 
remember rightly, at the time the an- 
nouncement was made that the case was 
no longer to be defended, the judges took 
time to consider whether they should not 
go on listening to evidence notwithstand- 
ing the decision to which the defendant 
in the matter had come. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: That was so, 
and further evidence was given. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Theretore, it is quite clear that the judges 
whose duty it was to fully enlighten 
Parliament on the subject must have 
concluded that nothing more was to be 
gained, and no further knowledge to be 
obtained, by seeking further evidence. 
I am bound to say that when my hon. and 
gallant friend the Member for Chelmsford 
talks in the strongest terms of a town 
like Maidstone being practically corrupt, 
I think he says what he is hardly entitled 
to say, and for my part I must confess 
that when he talks about the corruption, 
degradation, and vitiation of elections, I 
am not so sure, after all, that the process 
he described—apparently with so intimate 
a knowledge—of the man who goes down 

Mr. Stuart Wortley. 
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with a large sum of money and then 
disappears when he has accomplished the 
purpose for which he has come—lI am not 
so sure that that is so bad as another 
system which prevails much more ex- 
tensively, and which is degrading a much 
larger mass of the people of this country, 
namely, the nursing and practically 
bribing and obtaining the favour of 
constituencies by the squandering of 
money in the more open ways of charity, 
and the subvention of local beneficent 
objects. ‘To come back to the point with 
which the House is dealing. Whatever 
our views may be on this particular case, 
as presented to us by the Report of the 
judges so far as we have received it, we 
all have at all events a great desire to 
prevent these nefarious proceedings when 
they are detected; and, above all, we 
wish to proceed warily in the matter, 
and not to allow a state of things to con- 
tinue which any action of ours could 
do something to prevent. Therefore, 
although I agree that the precedents in 
such a case as that in which we find our- 
selves are in favour of the issue of the 
writ, I still say that it might be advis- 
able to postpone the issue for a few days 
until the fuller Report of the judges, 
which has been laid upon the Table only 
this afternoon, and from which the hon. 
and learned Gentleman read, is in the 
hands of Members, so that the House may 
be able to judge for themselves more fully 
than they can at present what the real 
attitude of the judges in their judgment 
was. 


THE FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALrour, Man- 
chester, E.): I listened to _ the 


speech of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the Opposition with 
feelings of considerable surprise and 
some dismay. 
I am a sufficiently old Parliamentary 


hand to know, that the general feeling | 


of the House I am now addressing is 
distinctly in favour of the Amendment 
of the hon. Gentleman opposite, and 
I presume it is the knowledge of that 
feeling which induced the right hon. 
Gentleman who has just sat down to 
throw over his colleague on the left, and 
initiate a new practice, which I fear may 
have very serious consequences. _ | shall 
oo myself with saying that I 


I am_ perfectly aware, | 
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think the course which the right hon. } 
Gentleman now suggests to the House | 
js the wrong one. I am perfectly aware 
that [ am not uttering a popular senti- | 
ment in saying that, but if the House will 
give me one moment I will explain to them | 
why I hold that view. We are judging 
a general practice upon a particular in- 
stance, witheut in the least considering 
what effect upon the general practice 
our decision may have. That is a most 
dangerous practice for this House to 
indulge in. The Leader of the Opposition 
appears to think that he has saved his 
consistency by suggesting that the House 
should wait two or three days until it 
has in its hands the transcript of the 
evidence taken at Maidstone. The sug- 
gestion is, and indeed the only rational 
support for such a course must be, that 
when the evidence is in the hands of hon. 
Members they will read it, and in the 
light of that reading either endorse 
or reverse in their minds the decision 
of the judges, that they will come to 
the conclusion that the judges are right 
or that the judges are wrong, and that 
having come in foro conscientie to that 
private judicial opinion they will then 
proceed to act upon it in the House. 
Now observe what that means. One of 
two things: either that this House in 
its collective capacity, and not through 
the organ of a Committee of the House, 
is going to constitute itself a tribunal 
to revise judicial decisions and to re-try 
a Case—— 

Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY : Not 
a decision, a Report to this House. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: A Report to | 
this House made by a judicial body. 
Does anybody in this House think that 
the House in its collective capacity— 
the 670 Gentlemen who compose the 
House—can transform themselves into 
a judge and jury at once to try questions 
of fact? I am certain that no man 
who hears me thinks that we are fitted 
for such duties, or that we ought to im- | 
pose such duties upon ourselves. What | 
isthe alternative? The alternative is that 
if we think the evidence does not bear 
out the decision of the judges, or 
the report of the judges, we should 
constitute a Committee of this House to 
re-examine the whole case. That is a 
return to the old system. To con- 
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stitute a Committee of this House to 


re-try or to look into the case at Maid- 


stone is to go back to the old system. 
It is to go back to the old, and I thought 
discredited system which 
this House voluntarily abandoned more 
than thirty years ago. [“ No.”] It has 
abandoned that practice for more than 
thirty years, and no responsible states- 
man on either side of the House, I do 
not care who he may be, has ever, so 
far as | know, suggested that this House 
should dc, what, of course, it could do if 
it wished—namely, go back to the old 
method of having a Committee drawn up 
on party lines by the party managers to 
discuss the party questions which must 
inevitably come up bfore such a Com- 
mittee. And observe: you cannot run 
these two systems of dealing with con- 
tested elections side by side. You cannot 
leave the judges to act in five cases out 
of six, and take away from the judges the 
sixth case. It would be an insult to the 
judiciary of the country. [“No.”] Yos, 
it would be an insult to the judiciary of 
the country, and would make the whole 
of the system absolutely impossible. 
How can you go to the judges and say: 
‘“We put upon you these very difficult 
and delicate duties, duties somewhat 
apart from your ordinary judicial prac- 
tice, which throw upon you very great 
responsibility, and which bring you al- 
most into the vortex of political con- 
troversy ; but if you do not happen to 
please us every time you give a decision 
we will revise what you do first in the 
whole House, and then in a Committee of 
the House; and if our Committee happens 
to disagree with you we shall publish 
the fact that the judges with evidence 
before them came to one decision, but 


‘the Committee of the House, reviewing 


the same evidence without seeing the 
witnesses, came to another decision.” 
Is it possible? It may be true, as has 


‘been stated, that as men of the world, 
/as men with some general knowledge 


of election matters, our view of what has 
taken place at Maidstone leads us to 
the suspicion that corrupt practices 
are more prevalent than the judges sup- 
posed. That may be our view, but 
is that a reason for upsetting in con- 
sequence of one instance this long-tried 
practice which, whatever may be its 
faults, certainly has saved this House 
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from many a_ well deserved rebuke, | The writ was movedin this House onthe 


from many a humiliating discussion, and 
from bringing itself into conflict with the 
best elements of public opinion? I am 
sure I am echoing the opinions of every 
man who has had to consider this question 
for more than a generation when I say 


that it would be most unwise to do 
that, even at the prompting of a 


generous and disinterested feeling— 
and I admit that all on either side are 
disinterested and generous, and that no 


element of party feeling has come into | 
the discussion either on the part of the | 


Gentlemen opposite or of any other 
Gentlemen. I am perfectly sure that at 
this moment the House is not a party 
machine, that it is animated solely in the 
action it is about to take by its desire for 
the purity of our elections. But, Sir, let 
us be careful not to upset a good general 
practice because we think that in one 
particular case it has not worked well. 
This is a subject upon which the 
Government are not the movers. The 
motion comes from the Front Bench 
opposite, and it is for them to carry their 
motion to a division and to appoint 
tellers. If they go to a division, as I 
hope they will, I shall vote with them, 
and I earnestly hope that, putting aside 


all private interests and party affections, | 


every Gentleman who can turn his 
mind from the particulars of this isolated 
case to the broad general principles which 
ought to guide our policy will also sup- 
port the motion. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): I fully share the view of the 
Leader of the House that no greater 
mistake could be made by the House 
than in any way to endeavour to set 
up the old system which prevailed up to 
1863. If the suggestion betore us was that 
this House should constitute itself a body 
to overhaul the judgment of the judges 
at Maidstone I should certainly support 
my right hon. friend. But, with the 
right hon. Gentleman’s permission, while 
I quite share his view that it would 
be mischievous of this House to set itself 
up as a court of appeal upon issues tried 
by judges, I would venture to draw his 
attention to a precedent already touched 
upon, though not fully developed, which 
I think has a direct bearing on the case 
before us. I refer to the Evesham case, 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


17th June, 1880,* and an Amendment 
was moved that the issue of the writ be 
suspended until the shorthand writers’ 
notes were printed and in the hands of 
Members. The then Attorney General 
(Sir Henry James) said— 

“The judges, instead of reporting that there 
was no reason to believe that corrupt practices 
had extensively prevailed, said that, from 
the evidence before them, and to which they 
had confined themselves, they had no reason 
to believe that corrupt practices had exten- 
sively prevailed.” 

He ends by saying that— 

‘in the particular circumstances the Govern- 
inent would offer no objection to delay in the 
issue of the writ, but it must be understood 
that when the shorthand writers’ notes of the 
evidence had been produced the motion for 
the issue of the writ would be almost imme- 
diately renewed.” 

And Mr. Gladstone at the conclusion 
said that— 

“perhaps it would be better to withdraw the 
motion, if the hon. Gentleman would with- 
draw the Amendment, on the understanding 
' that it would not be renewed until after the 
evidence and the report of the judges had 
heen received.” 

All I want the House to understand is 
‘that what is now proposed, similarly to 
what was proposed in 1880, is not the 
overhauling of a case before the judges, 
not the reopening of the question, but 
simply to consider whether the House 
should direct a further inquiry to be 
made into a matter in regard to which 
obviously the judges had not pronounced 
in the statutory form “ that the evidence 
before them did not justify such a con- 
clusion.”” The case seems to me to be 
almost identical, and I think the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for East 
Fife was hardly justified in saying that 
there was no precedent. 


Mr. ASQUITH : What was the judges’ 
report ? 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER : The judges 
reported that, although they had_ no 
reason to believe that corrupt practices 
extensively prevailed, they went by the 
evidence before them, and did not go 
outside it. Having taken some part in 
the discussion of the Corrupt Practices 
Act in 1868, and devoted some attention 
to the subject, I entirely concur with 


* See The Parliamentary Debates [Third 


| Series], Vol. ecliii., page 203. 
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my right hon. friend that it would be a 
most dangerous thing for this House to 
set itself up in any way as a court of 
appeal to decide issues which have been 
remitted under statute to a duly con- 
stituted tribunal. But I do not under- 
stand that we are asked to do that. | 
should certainly vote against any idea 
of doing anything of the kind. I under- 
stand, however, that a wholly different 
proposal is made, and one which in the 
Evesham case was decided in the sense of 
adjourning the issue of the writ until | 
the House had seen the evidence. Mr. 
Gladstone, as the Attorney General will 
see, said that it was not usual to print the 
evidence in each instance unless asked 
for. As it is, | beg to advise the House 
to adjourn the discussion. 

Sir ROBERT FINLAY: I should 
like, with the leave of the House, to 
say one word. I desire to point out to the 
House that the Evesham case is diffe- 
rent from the present one, because in 
the Maidstone case we have a finding 
of the judges in the form contemplated. 
There is a perfectly definite finding that 
the judges had no reason to believe that 
corrupt or illegal practices extensively 
prevailed. My right hon. friend read 
the paragraph, and by permission I will 
just read it again, and the House will at 
once see the difference between this find- 
ing and the finding in the Evesham ease. 
I will read from what was said by the 
Attorney General, Sir Henry James 

“Prima facie, there ought to be no un- 
necessary delay in the issuing of a writ. A 
constituency was entitled to representation, 
and it was not desirable to prolong the 
electioneering contest. Unless there was 
some special cireumstance upon which objec- 
tion could be founded, there ought not to be 
undue delay. If the judges reported to the 
House that there was reason to believe that 
corrupt practices had extensively prevailed, 
there was no diseretion left, and a Commis- 
sion must be appointed. Let him remind the 
House of the position it was placed in. By 
the Act of 1868 the House of Commons had 
delegated all authority for the trial of 
election petitions to a tribunal; but what 
could the House do in this case if it came 
to the conclusion that corrupt practices had 
prevailed ? No provision was made for further 
inquiry.” 


New Writ for the 





Now comes the passage to which I call 
the attention of the House— 

“In this case, however, the report of the 
judges was somewhat peculiar. Instead of 
reporting that there was no reason to believe 
that corrupt practices had extensively pre- 
vailed, they said that, from the evidence 
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before them, and to which they had contined 
themselves, they had no reason to helieve 
that corrupt practices had extensively pre- 
vailed.” 
And then the Attorney General goes on 
to say— 
“The House could not properly act upon the 
suggestion made that there had been an 
arrangement by which persons had been kept 
out of the witness-box, norcould it be influenced 
by the general description of a place as 
The House must apply a general 
rule, apart from any particular character 
which hon. Members might choose to give to 
a place, and it must be careful not to suspend 
a writ without a good reason for doing so. 
If, however, an attempt were made in this 
case to prevent the reading of the evidence 
before the issue of the writ, it would be 
thought there was some reason in the back- 
ground why the issue of the writ was forced 
on. In the particular circumstances the 
Government would offer no objection to delay 
the issue of the writ; but it must be under- 
stood that when the shorthand writers’ notes 
of the evidence had been produced, the motion 
for the issue of the writ would be almost im- 
mediately renewed.” 
Mr. Gladstone said at the close of the 
debate— 

“There was already a rule that the short” 
hand writers’ notes in cases of this description 
should be laid on the Table; but it was not 
usual to print them, unless they were asked 
for on some special ground. This case ap- 
— to be of a special character, and, as his 

von. and learned friend had explained, the 
Government were willing to postpone the issue 
of the writ. Perhaps it would be better to 
withdraw the motion, if the hon. Gentleman 
would withdraw the Amendment, on the 
understanding that it would not be renewed 
until after the evidence and the report of the 
judges had been received.” 
Now I hope the House will see clearly 
that that was an absolutely different 
case from the present. It proceeded 
entirely on the fact that the finding of 
the judges was a peculiar and of a special 
kind. Ifa man says, “From the evidence 
before me, to which I am confined, I have 
no reason to believe that corrupt prac- 
tices extensively prevailed.” most men of 
the world would come to the conclusion 
that corrupt practices had extensively 
prevailed. But in the present case the 
finding is not in that form at all. Itisa 
perfectly, absolutely clear finding that 
the judges had no reason to believe 
that corrupt practices had extensively 
prevailed. 1 therefore submit that the 
Evesham case has no bearing on the 
case now before the House. 


*Mr. BLAKE (Longford, S.) : I do not 
suppose that any hon. Member condemns 
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the present system of trial of election 
petitions as inferior to a trial by a House 
Committee; nor do I suppose that 
there has been any such dissatisfaction 
with the judgment of the Court in any 
particular case as would induce the 
House to unseat a man who had 
been seated, or to seat a man who 
had been unseated by the Court. 
That would be absurd. I acknowledge 
that the House has considerable inherent 
powers notwithstanding the statute. 
But the House will act wisely in the spirit 
of accepting the decisions to which the 
judicial tribunal comes, so longas the 
tribunal keeps within the statute. The 
trouble in this case is not because the 
judges’ finding is special, nor because it 
embraces very much of the so-called 
specialty referred to in the Evesham 
case; as to which I would like 
to know what it is to which you would 
desire to call the judges’ attention. You 
do not expect that judges should decide 
on anything but the evidence before 
them ; and therefore I attach no import- 
ance to the supererogatory words used 
in the finding of the judges in that 
case. That is not the real trouble. The 
fact is, the system under the present 
law is defective with reference to the 
question of the extensive prevalence of 
political corruption in a_ constituency. 
Apart from the evidence actually sub- 
mitted, there is no proper provision for 
inquiry where the evidence is incomplete 
owing to the action of either of the 
parties to the petition. Twenty-five 
years ago, in another Parliament, I met 
that difficulty by inserting a provision 
for a special report by the judges, in 
which they should state whether the 
inquiry had been rendered incomplete 
by the action of either of the parties to 
the petition. That is what was wanted 
here. Weall know it. Weall know that 


at a very early period of the prosecution | 
the respondent admitted that he could | 
not resist the fact that there had been | 


bribery; thereon there was nothing 
more for the petitioner to do to win the 
battle, and no more’ witnesses 
required to come 
purpose. But the petitioner did not 
venture to claim the seat after all. We 
know what that implies. Having regard 
to the jealousy which the country 


Mr. Blake. 
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|naturally feels in these matters, it is 
probably as well that the papers should 
come down before the writ is ordered. 
But after all it is inevitable that 
the judges’ finding on the case before 
them should be accepted, no matter 
what our view of it may be, and that this 
constituency should not in the present 
state of the law be penalised by a refusal to 
issue the writ on what you will find in 
the papers. But what you ought to do 
is to alter the law in the direction I have 
indicated, and so provide for the future. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis): The House is in a_ very 
strange situation. A right hon. Gentle- 
man on the Front Opposition Bench 
‘has made a motion to which an hon. 
Member, also on that side of the House, 
has moved an Amendment which was 
seconded on this side of the House. The 
Leader of the Opposition is in favour 
of the Amendment, and says he thinks 
it advisable that the delay asked for by 
the Amendment ought to be given. 
The Leader of the House is against the 
Amendment, seconded from his own 
side, and in favour of the motion moved 
by the hon. Gentleman opposite. Which 
way am I to vote? The First Lord ot 
the Treasury has made a speech with 
the infallible brilliancy and poetic fervour 
which characterises him, and has raised 
some spectres, although he has failed to 
destroy them. They are, however, only 
spectres. It is not a question of our 
abandoning any practice now in vogue, 
or of reinstating any former practice. 
The question is whether, here and now, 
| we are going to issue a writ. We cannot 
escape from that. We have got to vote 
whether there is to be a writ on a report, 
signed by one of His Majesty's judges, 
which we have not yet seen, and on 
‘evidence we have not yet perused. 
What was the purpose of the rule that 
a judge should make such a report? 
The object was that this House should 
decide whether the Report gives ground 
for the issue of the writ. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: The Report was 
read by Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : Lam coming 


to that point. I should like to have 
the evidence before us. The Attorney 
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(ieneral has quoted the Evesham case, 
and has descanted on the differences 
between that and the present case. But 
he has omitted the most important. 
The Evesham case was fought out and 
this was not. We all know that when 
any two parties take part in a litigious 
hattle, and both find it inconvenient 
to goon in a court of law, they make 
an arrangement by which the case is 
settled out of court. There isa vehement 
suspicion that that is the case here, and 
it hehoves this House to pause before it 
proceeds to the extreme step of white- 
washing the constituency of Maidstone 
and providing it with a new Member. 
I know not who the candidates are, but 
| will not be a party, without waiting 
to hear the evidence and without giving 
the House an opportunity of deciding 
whether there is a ground for issuing 
th: writ, to sanctioning the motion that 
it should be issued. I know there are 
Members who believe that this House 
has surrendered all its powers to Ministers 
and all its honour to judges. The House 
has not surrendered all its powers in 
regard to elections, and this very motion 
has necessarily been made in the belief 
that the House has so retained its powers 
in order to have the opportunity of 
acting or withholding action in cases 
such as this. It is true that we have 
given over to His Majesty’s judges a 
delegated power of deciding as to the 
validity of elections—and properly so 
given over. I believe it has been at- 
tended with the most excellent results, 
but whether you pause, or postpone 
the issue of the writ, that does not affect 
the delegation of your powers to the 
judges. The House must decide for 
itself whether it will issue or withhold 
the writ. It may withhold it, as in the 
case of Evesham; but if there is no 
ground for withholding it, we would 
not wish to deprive the constituency 
of the services of its representative for 
any longer or shorter period. I cannot 
regard this as a mere matter of form, 
or that we ought to be asked to issue 
this writ as a matter of course, after 
what has oceurred. 


*“Mr. WALLACE (Perth): I will not 


detain the House for more than a minute. , 


I want to understand why the House is 
asked to postpone the issue of this writ 
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foraweek. Itis suggested that the object 
is that the evidence taken at the trial of 
the election petition may be in the hands 
of hon. Members first. The hon. Member 
says he has already read or heard read the 
report of the judges on the case. but that 
he wants to read for himself the evidence 
on which that report is based. What is 
the object of the hon. Member in reading 
the evidence ? To ascertain the effect of 
it upon his own mind. And certainly 
if the hon. Member, after reading the 
evidence, comes to a different conclusion 
from that formed by the judges, he is 
going next week to come before the 
House as a court of appeal to alter the 
decision of the judges. | venture to say 
that there is only one safe course for this 
House to adopt ; and that is. to stand by 
the practice which it has tollowed for 
many years; and that is. that if His 
Majesty's judges have reported that 
corrupt practices have extensively pre- 
vailed, to withhold the writ and issue a 
commission of inquiry. Hitherto, if the 
report of the judges was to the contrary, 
the writ was issued as a matter of course. 
That prevented all political feeling, all 
discussion, all difference of opinion exist- 
ing here as between the House and the 
judges. I trust that my hon. friend who 
moved the issue of the writ will persevere 
with his motion, and I, for one, will vote 
for it. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): It 
seems to me that we have discussed 
this matter too much from the legal 
point of view. I think there is 
an aspect of it which ought to be 
considered—I mean, what the man in the 
street will think of it. The question is 
whether the issue of the writ means that 
there has been prevalent bribery in the 
constituency of Maidstone or not. It 
seems to be admitted that there has been 
a considerable amount of bribery in this 
borough. It has been convicted of 
bribery on three occasions in modern 
times, and the man in the street will be 
likely to say, unless we take some action, 
that the House is not very particular as 
to corruption, seeing that it issued a new 
writ after the recent disclosures. The 

, effect will be disastrous. It seems to me 
that we ought to strengthen the hands 
of those who wish to make elections purer, 
and I think that to issue the writ so 
hurriedly is to weaken that position. All 
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our legislation is very drastic in regard to 
bribery, but when we come to deal with 
it, and apply it in the way suggested by 
the present case, it would appear that we 
are apt to shrink from it. I think much 


more harm will be done by issuing the | 


writ in haste than by postponing it for a 
few days until we have seen the evidence 
taken in the case before the judges. | 
Altogether, I am convinced that a great 
deal of good will be done to the con- 
stituency if the issue of the writ is post- 
poned for a few days. 

sir J. FERGUSSON 
N.E.): 
eussion has taken, I believe that the | 
House is liable to drop into one or two pit- | 
falls. My hon. friend who has just spoken | 
tells us what the man in the street will | 
say. That is a curious sort of doctrine to | 
use in this House in regard to the case in | 
hand. We are here to judge for our- | 
selves ; and we know a great deal better | 


(Manchester, 


than the man in the street whether the | 
right course is to act according to rule or | 


precedent ; and we need not consider 
what the man in the street will say after 
he reads his paper in the morning. That 
argument is singularly weak, and alto- 
gether unworthy of my hon. friend. The 
danger will be in following his example, 
which would constitute every man his 
own leader. My hon. friend the Member 


for King’s Lynn says that he wants, in | 


the plenitude of his industry, to study 


and review the finding of the judges ; | 


but what we have got to do is to carry 
out the finding of the judges, otherwise, 
what is the use of sending these judges 
down to investigate the facts! The 
judges have reported explicit terms 
that in their opinion there is no evidence 
of extensive corruption in this consti- 
tuency, and there the matter ought to 
end. 
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| Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
I quite recognise the great importance to 
the House and the country of this motion ; 
| but I cannot help regretting that it has 
come on this afternoon, and has cut so 
very materially into the very short time 
at the disposal of the Irish Members for 
the consideration of Irish questions. | 
| will not be guilty of speaking, under these 
circumstances, more than one sentence. 
I intend to vote in favour of the Amend- 
ment of the hon. Member for Camborne, 
and I do so for this reason: I do not 
believe that the House of Commons has 
| parted, or ever intended to part, with its 
power over election petition cases in the 
'complete sense that some hon. Members 
|suppose. And if, in consequence of the 
| finding of the election judges, this House 
lis to be de »prived of the power of suspends 
| ing, even for one hour, or a day, or a week, 
the issue of a writ, then the power of the 

| House of Commons to issue a writ should 
be taken away altogether. This is a 
ivery bad case. It is a case where, by his 
own action, the petitioner is afraid to 
'claim the seat, and where the respondent 
| by throwing up the sponge leads one to 
‘think that extensive bribery had _pre- 
ivailed. If the Member for Chelmstord 
is right in saying that this bribery is 
/extensive, notwithstanding the Corrupt 
Practices Act, throughout Great Britain, 
then I say, in the interests of the people, 
'and more especially in the interests of 
poor candidates, that a stand ought to be 
taken in this House in cases of this kind. 
And without any desire to penalise a 
constituency or permanently deprive it 

of its Member, I shall vote in favour of 
the temporary postponement of the issue 
of the writ. 
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Sinclair, Capt.Jn. (Forfarshire) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, HC(North’mbTyneside 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, RtHnC. R.( Northants 
Spencer, Ernest( W. Bromwich) 
ee ee 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stevenson, Francis S. 

Stirling- Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry N. 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHnJ.G.(Oxt'd Univ. ) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas, J. A. (Glam., Gower) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 

Tufnell, ¢ soheimal Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 


Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 


Wallace, Robert 

Walrond, Rt. Hon. Sir W. H. 
Walton, John L. (Leeds, S.) 
Warner, Thomas CourtenayT . 
Wason, E. (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby,Lt.-Col. A.C.E (Tauntn 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George( York, W. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A,Stanley(York,E.R.) 
Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk,Mid) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Hon. A. (Essex) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYEs— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. M‘Arthur. 


Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Callinan, J. 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Daly, James 

Delany, William 
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Dilke, Kt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 

Donelan, € aptain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dou, las, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxford,SirWilliam Theodore 
Dutfy, William J. 

Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott. Alfred 

Farrell, James Patrick 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 

Gartit, William 

Gilhooly, James 

cordon, Hn.J.E.( Elgin& Nairn 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 

Grant, Corrie 

(rreene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 

Gurdon, SirWilliam Brampton 
Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hammond, John 

Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 

Hayden. John Patrick 

Heath, James(Statfords, N.W. ) 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon. CharlesH. 

Hope, — Deans (Fife, West) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 

Jones, David B. (Swansea) 

Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyee, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 

Kimber, Henry 

Kinloch, Sir J. George Smyth 

Labouchere, Henry 


(COM 


Laurie, Lieut. 


Lewis, John H 
Lloyd-George, 
— Gerald 


Lundon, W. 
Mae Donnell, I 


M‘Fadden, E d 
M ‘Govern, T. 
M‘Hugh, Patri 
M‘Killop, W. 


Mooney, John 
Morgan,J. Lloy 
a lg G 
Murphy, . 

Nannetti, 
Nolan, Joseph 
Norton, Capt. 


O’Brien, ayy. ay 
O’Brien, P. - 

O’Brien, W illic 
O'Connor, J. (V 


O'Doherty, Wi 
O’ Donnell, 
O’ Donnell, T. ( 
O'Dowd, John 


Kelly, J. (Re 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 

Ordered, That Mr. Speaker do issue 
his warrant to the Clerk of the Crown to 
make out a new writ for the electing of a 
Member to serve in this present Parlia- 
ment for the Borough of Maidstone, in 
the room of John Barker, esquire, whose 
election has been declared to be void. 


NEW BILLS. 
OLD AGE PENSIONS (No. 4). 

Bill to confer Pensions upon aged per- 
sons, ordered to be brought in by Sir 
Fortescue Flannery, Sir James Rankin, 
Sir Albert Rollit, Mr. Flower, Mr. Bous- 
field, Colonel Denny, Mr. Carlile, Mr. 
Rothschild, Mr. Sinclair, and Sir Howard 
Vincent. 


OLD AGE PENSIONS (No. 4) BILL. 
“To confer Pensions upon aged per- 
presented, and read the first time ; 


”? 
sons, 


Lambton, Hon. 
Lawrence, William F. 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 


Lecky, Rt. Hn. William Edw. H | 
Leighton, Stanley 


Lowther. Rt. HonJames( Kent) | 


Maecnamara, Dr. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liv erpool) | 
M‘Cann, James 


Melville eauhent Valentine 
Minch, Matthew 


a P. 


O'Brien, James F. 
() Brien, kK. (Tipperary, Mid) 


O'Connor, T. P. 


(’ Kelly, Conor 
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FrederickWm. | O'Malley, William 
-General O’Mara, James 


O’Shee, James John 

Palmer, George W. (Reading) 
Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington) 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 
erbert Philipps, John W ynford 
David | Power, Patrick Joseph 
Walter Erskine | Rasch, Major Frederic C. 
Redmond, JohnE.( Waterford) 
tedmond, William (Clare) 

Ir. Mark A. | Reid, James (Greenock) 
Thomas J. Richards, Henry Charles 
Roche, John 

Russell, ‘T. W. 

Sandys, Lieut.-Col. T. a ies 
Saunderson, Kt. Hn. Col. FE. 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal 

Thompson, E.C.(Monaghan, N 

J. ag Charles P hilips 

d (Carmarthen) Tully, - Jasper 

eorge Vine ent,( ‘ol. SirC. E. H(Sheffld) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 

| Welby,SirCharlesG. E.( Notts. 
White, Patrick( Meath, North) 
Whitmore, Charles Aigernon 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, Henry J.(York, W.R.) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C.B. Stuart- 
Young, Commander( Berks, E. ) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, Jaines Henry 


| 
| O'Shaughnessy, P. J 
| 
| 


ward 


ck A. 
(Sligo, North) 


(Louth, South) | 
Cecil William 


X. (Cork) 


tk (Kilkenny) 
J. (Tipperary, N.) 
am (Cork) 
Vicklow, W.) 
(Liverpool) 
lliam 


John (Mayo, S.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Caine and Mr. Henry 
Hobhouse. 


Kerry, W.) 


(Mayo, N.) 
»scommon, N.) 


to be read a second time upon Wednesday 
next, and to be printed. _{ Bill 57.] 
MERCHANDISE MARKS ACT (1887) 
AMENDMENT. 

Bill to amend the Merchandise Marks 
Act, 1887, ordered to be brought in by 
Sir Howard Vincent, Major Rasch, 
Colonel Brookfield, Mr. Field, and Mr. 
Seton-Karr. 

MERCHANDISE MARKS ACT (1887) 

AMENDMENT BILL. 

“To amend the Merchandise Marks 
Acts, 1887,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon 
Thursday, 7th March, and to be printed. 
| Bill 58. } 

CONVEYANCE OF CYCLES. 

Bill to provide greater facilities for the 
Conveyance of Cycles by Railway in the 
United Kingdom, ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Howard Vincent, Mr. Herbert 
Gladstone, Sir Albert Rollit, and Major 
_Evans-Gordon. 
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CONVEYANCE OF CYCLES BILL. 

“To provide greater facilities for the 
Conveyance of Cycles by Railway in the 
United Kingdom,” presented, and read 
the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Thursday, 7th March, and to be 
printed. [Bill 59.] 

PUBLIC TRUSTEE AND EXECUTOR. 

Bill for the prevention of fraud upon 
widows and orphans by the appointment 
of a Public Trustee and Executor, and 
the amendment of the Judicial Trustees 
Act, 1896, ordered to be brought in by 
Sir Howard Vincent, Mr. Henry David 
Greene, Mr. Howard, and Colonel Tufnell. 
PUBLIC TRUSTEE AND EXECUTOR 

BILL. 

“For the prevention of fraud upon 
widows and orphans by the appointment 
of a Public Trustee and Executor and the 
amendment of the Judicial Trustees Act, 
1896,” presented, and read the first time ; 
to be read a second time upon Thursday, 
7th March, and to be printed. [Bill 60.] 
TEACHERS OF MUSIC (REGISTRATION). 

Bill for the registration of Teachers of 
Music, ordered to be brought in by 
Colonel Brookfield, Mr. Agg-Gardner, Sir 
William Houldsworth, Mr. Alban Gibbs, 
Sir John Brunner, and Sir Thomas Roe. 
TEACHERS OF MUSIC (REGISTRATION) 

BILL. 

“For the registration of Teachers of 
Music,” presented, and read the first time ; 
to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 
6th March, and to be printed. [Bill 61.] 

BENEFICES. 

Bill to amen1 the law relating to Eccle- 
siastical Benefices, ordered to be brought 
in by Major Rasch, Mr. Vicary Gibbs, 
Colonel Tufnell, and Mr. Banbury. 

BENEFICES BILL. 

“To amend the law relating to Ecele- 
siastical Benefices,” presented, and read 
the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 27th March, and to be 
printed. [Bill 62.] 

MEDICAL ACT (1858) EXTENSION. 

Bill to extend the provisions of the Medi- 
cal Aet, 1858, ordered to be brought in 
by General Laurie, Mr. Rothschild, Sir 
Mancherjee Bhownaggree, Colonel Wynd- 
ham Murray, Sir James Fergusson, and 


Mr. Middlemore. 
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MEDICAL ACT (1858) EXTENSION BILL. 

“To extend the provisions of the Medi- 
eal Act, 1858,” presented, and read the 
first time; to be read the second time 
upon Wednesday next, and to be printed. 


[Bill 63.] 


the King’s Speech. 


COLONIAL MARRIAGES 
Bill to legalise certain Colonial Mar- 
riages, ordered to be brought in by General 
Laurie, Sir William Dunn, Mr. Lyttelton, 
Sir Barrington Simeon, Mr. Paulton, Mr. 
Rothschild, and Captain Jessel. 


COLONIAL MARRIAGES BILL. 
“To legalise certain Colonial Marri- 
ages,” presented, and read the first time ; 
to be read a second time upon Wednesday 

next, and to be printed. [Bill 64.] 


WORKMEN’S HOUSES TENURE. 

Bill to make provision with respect to 
the tenure of the Houses of Workmen in 
certain employments, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Colville, Mr. Douglas, 
Mr. Caldwell, and Mr. Bell. 


WORKMEN’S HOUSES TENURE BILL. 

“To make provision with respect to the 
Tenure of the Houses of Workmen in 
certain employments,” presented, and 
read the first time; to be read a second 
time upon Wednesday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 65.] 


CHURCH DISCIPLINE. 

Bill to amend the Church Discipline 
Act, 1840, and the Public Worship Regu- 
lation Act, 1874, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Charles M‘Arthur, Mr. David 
Maeclver, Mr. Mellor, Mr. Seton-Karr, 
Mr. Brand, and Sir John Willox. 


CHURCH DISCIPLINE BILL. 

“To amend the Church Discipline Act, 
1840, and the Public Worship Regulation 
Act, 1874,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon Wed- 
nesday, 5th June, and to he printed. 


[Bill 66.] 


ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO_= HIS 
MAJESTY’S MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 


[SEVENTH DaAy’s DEBATE. ] 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned 


Debate on Main Question [14th Feb- 


Seventh Day. 
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ruary], “That an humble Address be 
presented to His Majesty, as followeth :— 


““ Most Gracious Sovereign, 


“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, in Parliament assembled, beg 
leave to offer our humble thanks to 
Your Majesty for the Gracious Speech 
which Your Majesty has addressed to 
both Houses of Parliament.’-—(Mr. 
Forster.) 

Question again proposed. 

IrIisH GRIEVANCES. 

Mr. WILLIAM O’BRIEN (Cork): I 
now wish to move the Amendment which 
stands in my name. What we charge 
by this Amendment is that there being 
no real crime in the country you are 
inaking crimes of things which are per- 
fectly legitimate. You set off by thank- 
ing your stars that the people of Ireland 
have found a means of carrying into 
effect popular movements without any 
of those scenes of bloodshed of which we 
in this House have often heard, but 
instead of encouraging the people in 
exercising their rights by an open and 
bloodless combination, you are making 
more plain the principles by which you 
used to persecute the trade unions of 
England thirty or forty years ago, before 
they extorted from this House the recog- 
nition that their right of combination 
was a legitimate right in the eye of the 
law, and by trumping up charges of 
conspiracy and of Whitebovism, you are 
goading the people into violence. I am 
quite aware that even in England the 
right of working men to combine against 
the selfishness of men of their own class 
is not yet altogether very secure, but the 
fact stands that so far as the right of 
English tradesmen, or even of Irish 
tradesmen, within the towns to organise 
a strike, to picket blacklegs, and stand 
together against them, to expostulate 
with them and bring their selfishness 
before their eyes, is now an indisputable 
right, and this House would no more 
think of taking anything from this right 
or of constituting it a crime than they 
would think of passing an Act against 
the organisation of working men. But 
what are you doing, Sir, in Ireland at the 
present moment—or rather not you, 
Sir, because you never do know what is 
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going on in Ireland, unless murder is 
going on—but what is the Executive 
doing in Ireland ? 

I do not think it will be contended that 
the land-grabber in Ireland, who is what 
the blackleg is in this country, has 
suffered in life or in limb; or has 
suffered any greater pain of mind from 
public opinion than any non-unionist 
workman in England has to make up 
his mind to if he has determined to exer- 
cise his own selfish right unfairly. Al- 
though, instead of shooting landlords and 
land-grabbers, the farmers of Ireland, the 
most numerous body of workers in that 
kingdom, are now adopting a course 
which the law expressly sanctions in the 
case of the trade unions of England, that 
is being treated as a crime. You have 
meetings dispersed and Members of Par- 
liament assaulted by the police for 
attempting to address their own con- 
stituents; you have enormous fines 
levied on a perfectly peaceful population 
by way of extra police charges ; and you 
have these charges of Whiteboyism and 
conspiracy trumped up against men 
who are acting in lawful combination 
in the open light of day, and in order to 
obtain convictions you have the shame- 
less and unnatural system of “ jury 
packing,’ and you have men struck at 
and attempted to be struck down because 
they have had the courage to raise a 
public protest against this state of things. 

That fact, I venture to say, is now 
admitted, and I do not think that, 
broadly, the Chief Secretary will attempt 
to dispute it. If he does, I need not 
go further to answer him than to quote 
the charge delivered by his own Lord 
Chief Justice at the winter assizes for the 
province of Munster, in which he con- 
fesses that there is nothing illegal or 
criminal in the proceedings of the League 
which would justify the clamour of the 
landlords and The Times newspaper for 
its suppression. Members who sat in 
former Parliaments will not need to be 
told who the Lord Chief Justice of Ireland 
is. I can frankly say that Lord Peter 
O’Brien has earned a title that will be 
more enduring than his peerage by his 
ruthless conduct. Here is the Lord 
Chief Justice’s deliberate verdict on this 
organisation— 

“It has been said to me, ‘ Chief Justice, 
why is not the United Irish League proclaimed 
as an unlawful organisation.’ ” 
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Fancy the Lord Chief Justice of Eng-| the hotbed of the agitation—and all of 
land being approached by colliery owners | them testify to the peace of the country 
or railway directors and pressed to/| and to the disappearance of murder and 
exercise his influence with the Govern-| outrage. The judges would certainly 
ment for the suppression of trade| not be the least zealous to avail them- 
unionism! Lord O’Brien went on to| selves of any materials for starting one 
say— of those great crusades against public 
“ Whatever the future may do” — liberty ot which you have set an 
example. No amount of testimony could 
“T donot in the slightest degree hesitate in add wigs A much to the weight of the testi- 
expressing my opinion that there has been no | Mony ot the Lord Chief Justice. His 
cause for the suppression of the United Irish | testimony is, I think. unanswerable. 
League as an unlawful organisation.” We are ready also to prove that at the 
CotoneL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, | beginning of this movement a diabolical 
N.): May I ask the date of that ? attempt was made by certain subor- 
Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN: The 6th | dinate officials of Dublin Castle—I will 
of last December. Now here is an/ put it no higher than that—to seduce 
organisation that has been already in| members of the League into proceedings 
existence for a longer period than the | of a criminal and murderous kind, and 
Land League, so that it has been tested | every attempt to bring those miscreants 
by time. It has branches in consider-| to justice has been to a great extent 
ably more than 1,000 of the parishes of | bafed by Dublin Castle. Notwith- 
the country, ina state of constant activity | standing the verdict of eleven out of 
on the land question, of all others ; it has | twelve special jurors of Dublin, these 
proved its power, | may be allowed to say | miscreants are still in the public service 
without offence, at the General Election | and the public pay. If the right hon. 
with a completeness which has never | Gentleman the Chief Secretary has any 
been paralleled. It has succeeded in | doubts as to the true story of the Mul- 
rousing Ireland on this question, and. | ranny forgery. the crime in the West- 
as regards the province of Ulster. I most | port telegraph office. of the incendiarism 
gladly acknowledge that this has been | at Murrisk, of the alleged shooting of 
done mainly by the powerful advocacy | Mr. Vesey Stoney. and other  trans- 
of the hon. Member for South Tyrone. | actions of that kind. there is an easy way 
It has started and carried on a formidable | of testing it. Let him close with the 
and irresistible agitation for the abolition demand tor the full and searching in- 
of landlordism, and I may say that it has | vestigation which the county councils 
elicited in the first King’s Speech a pro- | and the district councils are making in 
mise, such as it is, of another Land Bill, | every shape and form. Let him choose 
although two years ago this House was | his own tribunal. Let him have a Select 
assured that there was no longer an| Committee of this House if he pleases, 
Irish land question, and that an Irish , and let them probe and search into every 
Land Bill would never trouble vou more. circumstance connected with the origin 
Such is the magnitude of this organisa- | and the conduct of this movement. the 
tion and its success; and yet the Lord | conduct of the people, the landlords, the 
Chief Justice of Ireland, looking back | land-grabbers, and the police officials. 
over the past three years with no very | — Let us set at rest once for all on which 
friendly eye. with all the confidential | side lies the criminality. The House 
information of Dublin Castle at his com- | will remember that a similar inquiry as 
mand, is forced to confess that he can| to the Land League was thrust down 
discover no stain of bloodshed, er even | our throats in this House at the time of 
of very much minor illegalities, to justify | the Parnell Commission, with results that 
even the most ironclad official in sup-| perhaps were not calculated to encourage 
pressing the tenants’ trade union at the! similar adventures on the part of the 
demands of the landlords. I could go| Government. We did not ask for the 
on to quote charge after charge—| Parnell Commission. It was forced upon 
Judge Andrew, Judge Johnstone. Judge | us by brute force. You thought your 
Murphy, Lord Justice Walker, and opportunity had come for dealing a deadly 
several others at assizes after assizes| blow at the Irish party. We demand 
in the county Mayo, which was and is! an inquiry now. All the representative 
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and I emphasise that expression— 
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bodies in Ireland have been demanding | 
it for the last eighteen months. I presume 


that the right hon. and gallant Member 
for North Armagh will make himself heard 
presently. i should like to hear trom 
him why his friends the landlords and 
The Times newspaper, who are crying 
out for the suppression of the League, 
will not submit their charges and allega- 
tions to such a test, and see whether 
they are going to fare better with the 
Mulranny forgery than with the Pigott 
forgery. We are eager for inquiry, and 
anxious that the tribunal should be as 
sweeping as possible. It is not granted. 
because both we and our opponents 
know perfectly well that the result would 
be such a flood of light on the necessity 
for the movement, upon its lawfulness, 
and upon the foulness of the weapons 
employed against it, that it would be 
impossible for landlordism or the police 
establishment of Ireland to survive the 
investigation. If the Chief Secretary 
shirks such an investigation as was 
forced upon us at the time of the Parnell 
Commission, I think everybody — will 
know the reason for it. Apart alto- 
gether from the certificate passed by the 
Lord Chief Justice of Ireland, I think 
we will be entitled to take it for granted 
that the opponents of the League have 
thrown up the sponge, and that there is 
no longer any possibility of imputing to 
the League anything illegal in its proce- 
dure. We hear charges of conspiracy, 
Whiteboyism, and intimidation. * Intimi- 
dation”’ is one of those meaningless, in- 
tangible terms that can never be denied 
because it can never be defined ; and 
you have come to this pass in Ireland— 
that the ridiculous term “ intimidation ” 
now represents practically the only form 
of agrarian crime. The Chief Justice, 
in the speech in which he holds the 
legality of the League methods, told us 
there were 651 evicted farms in Munster, 
of which more than 150 were altogether 
derelict ; that is, as he explained, aban- 
doned by both landlord and tenant ; the 
landlord is not able to stock them, appa- 
rently, and no person can be got to take 
them. The Lord Chief Justice shook 


his head, as if that was a very grave state 

of things. So it is for the rack-renting, 

evicting landlords, but so long as there 

is no crime, what business is it of the 

judge if evicting landlords cannot find 
Mr. William O Brien. 
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men to take their farms? Can you 
imagine a case of an English judge—— 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! J 
must remind the hon. Member that by 
the rules of this House disrespectful 
criticism of judges is not allowed. 

Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN : I am quite 
willing to respect your ruling, Sir, though 
my respect does not extend in other 
directions. I am trying to speak, not of 
the conduct of the judges, but of the 
extra-judicial conduct of persons who 
happen to be judges. Beyond a doubt, 
there is an extensive and great combi- 
nation in Ireland at present against the 
taking of evicted farms and the monopoly 
of grazing ranches. We do not in the 
least desire to shirk the fact ; we glory in 
it. I ask you, if the League appeals, as ] 
am glad to say it does appeal, and success- 
fully, to the agricultural classes in Ireland 
for their own protection from extermina- 
tion to combine against, and by every 
honest weapon to discountenance the 
taking of farms from which their poor 
comrades have been evicted in 
quence of inability to pay acknowledged 
unjust and excessive rents—in God's 
name, where is the crime ? What form 
of trade unionism can be more legitimate, 
or what right have Crown. officials in 
Dublin Castle to espouse the cause of one 
particular side in any dispute / It is the 
old incorrigible idea that is rooted in the 
mind of every Dublin Castle official, and 
which is at the root of all your misgovern- 
ment in Ireland—the idea that they are 
there not to preserve life or limb or to see 
fair play for the people, but to collect the 
landlords’ rents for them, and to fight 
tooth and nail to encourage grabbers to 
take these evicted tarms, and then to 
make heroes and gods of them. I think 
you will find that so powerful is that feel- 
ing among your officials that — they 
actually believe that the situation is 
always far more difficult to deal with 
when there is no crime going on in Ire- 
land ; and they are puzzled and embar- 
rassed and have a grievance when they 
find a great and powerful combination 
going on against land-grabbing just as 
bloodlessly and peacefully as any strike 
ever went on in England. For want of 
real crime they are trying to manufacture 
bogus crimes, and hence these charges. 
But if these prosecutions be got up for 
that purpose, and succeed in intimidating 
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the people from holding their open meet- , 


ings, passing their resolutions, and ex- 
pressing public opinion honestly and 
mantfully, before six months are over we 
shall be driven back to the days of old. 
Let me give one or two instances of 
these artificially Castle - manufactured 
crimes in Ireland. The editor and pro- 
prietor of the Kilkenny People were 
prosecuted at the last assizes for White- 
boyism, and most desperate attempts 
were made to pack the jury. I do not 
know whether Gentlemen listening to me 
are aware that these Whiteboy Acts were 
passed to deal with a state of things gene- 
rations ago, when vast bodies of armed 
men clad in white shirts and with their 
faces blackened used to roam through 
the country at night, shooting, burning, 
cutting off men’s ears, burying them 
alive up to their chins, and so on. One 
would have thought these two journal- 
ists had been caught red-handed in some 
desperate midnight fray, or at all events 
that there was a charge of physical 
violence; but their only crime was that in 
the ordinary way of business they pub- 
lished in their newspaper without a word 
of comment a resolution of the local 
branch of the League condemning a man 
who had taken an evicted farm, and 
appealing to his neighbours to give him no 
countenance in business as long as he 
retained that farm. It was not con- 
tended for one instant that the resolution 
had been the means of causing any 
violence or danger of violence, or that it 
caused even any greater pain of mind 
than, say, for instance, the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Bir- 
mingham feels, or ought to feel, every 
morning when he opens any organ of 
public opinion from any part of the civi- 
lised world outside England. These two 
respectable journalists, who confined 
themselves to publishing a hona fide 
report of an important public body, 
whose legality the Government has 
never dared to question, would at the 
present moment have been undergoing 
the fate of Whiteboy marauders but for 
the fact that luckily the job was too much 
for even a selected jury. I venture to 
ask any Englishman in this House if 
there is a shadow of reality in the ery of 
equal rights between the two peoples ? 
Can you imagine such a thing happen- 
ing to an English newspaper ? I venture 
to say that this was a case, not of journal- 
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istic Whiteboyism but of Dublin Castle 
blackguardism. Another case of these 
bogus crimes was in county Kerry, where 
nine respectable farmers were tried at the 
last assizes for conspiracy and for writing 
threatening letters, and were actually 
convicted by a packed jury and sentenced 
to two months imprisonment with hard 
labour. In the agrarian history of Kerry, 
what is always meant by a threatening 
letter was some dastardly communica- 
tion ornamented with a coffin and a 
death’s-head and crossbones, and threat- 
ening the man to whom it was sent with 
some cruel form of assassination. What 
are the facts on which these farmers are 
charged with that abominable crime ? 
The learned judge who tried them com- 
plimented them in the dock as highly 
respectable farmers, and not of the class 
of moonlighters or murderers. During 
the years of disorganisation before the 
League was started a poor creature 
named Kangley had been evicted from a 
wretched tract of bog, and a neighbour 
named Scanlan had taken it. When the 
League was started, this poor man’s case 
and the amount of parish disturbance it 
caused became a subject of discussion by 
the branch, and the poor man appealed 
to the branch of the League and stated 
his own side of the case ; and the League, 
in order to be perfectly fair and impartial. 
wrote a letter to the grabber aequainting 
him with the fact that they had been 
appealed to for an expression of opinion, 
and stating that they were quite ready to 
hear his side of the case before coming to 
any decision. Now listen to this terrible 
document — 


the King’s Speech. 


“DEAR StR,—I have to inform you that a 
complaint has been lodged before the Lixnaw 
branch of the United Irish League in reference 
to some land which it is alleged you have 
taken, and [am directed by the members to 
request your attendance at a meeting to be 
held next Sunday so that inquiries may be 
made into the matter.—Yours truly, J. J. 
Joyce, Hon. Secretary.” 

It was that civil and friendly letter 

[Ministerial laughter and Irish cheers. ] 
Would not the hon. and gallant Member 
have supposed that that was really a 
mild kind of letter ten years ago? It 
was a pertectly civil letter. It was sent 
through the open post, signed by the 
officer of the branch, and that was the 
threatening letter for which these re- 
spectable farmers in Kerry were dragged 
before a packed jury. Remember this, 

202 Seventh Day. 
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Mr. Speaker ; it was proved at the trial 
that Seanlan had himself invoked the 
arbitration of the United Irish League. 
In his own evidence at the trial he stated 
that he would allow his case to come before 
the League, and have it settled there 
if it could be done. He did not suggest 
there was any threat used against him. 
His wife was a servant in the police 
barracks. That was the secret of the 
whole conspiracy. ** Witness would never 
have rendered up the letter, but the 
sergeant came for it.” In response to 
that letter, as a matter of fact, Scanlan 
turned up betore the League. The 
whole thing was discussed. He made a 
certain offer. which was discussed, but 
the evicted tenant did not consider it 
sufficient. and there the matter ended. 
Scanlan did not become popular with his 
neighbours. I should like to know why 
he should? It is the insane greed of 
men like him that is the cause of all the 
follies of the landlords as well as all the 
miseries of the tenants. But it was not 
contended for a moment that the slightest 
violence was offered to him, or even that 
he fell out with the League because 
they failed to patch up this business. 
On the contrary. the very counsel for the 
Crown who opened the case actually 
warned the jury not to believe the sworn 
testimony of the He said 
Seanlan would now probably appear 
before them and rejoice in the League, 
and lick the hands that were litted against 
him. That is the statement of the 
Crown, whose particular witness this 
man is. Now, I again ask Englishmen, 
if this letter had been written by some 
secretary of a trade union in England. 
inviting a brother workman to discuss 
terms of settlement with his society, 
would it be tolerated for the ofticer of 
such a society to be called up and tried 
before a packed Jury on this base and 
dishonourable charge of threatening- 
letter writing. for which charge there 
was infinitely less foundation than, if | 
am in order in saying it, Mr. Speaker, 
if the majority of this House at the 
present moment were indicted for wilful 
murder and highway robbery in South 
Africa. Well. notwithstanding that these 
nine men were complimented by the 


grabber. 


very Judge who sentenced them, they 

are brought away from their own county 

to Cork, and in Cork, where there is a 

population of 596,000 Catholics to 35,000 
Mr. William O Brien. 
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Protestants, an exclusively Protestant 
and Unionist jury was empanelled to try 
them. Pray listen to the string of true 
blue Anglo-Saxon names that by some 
extraordinary necromancy got into the 
box in Catholic and Nationalist Cork— 
Thomas Upward, Francis Duke, Francis 
William De Vere, Robert Parkhill, 
Alfred C. Murphy, Hasker Moonhead. 
Now listen to the unfortunate Gaelic 
Nationalists in that city, where there are 
396,000 Catholics to 35,000 Protestants, 
Listen to what happened, and hear the 
names of the Catholic Gaels who were 
ordered by the Crown to stand by as men 
unfit for credence—O'Shee, Morissey — 
[Ministerial laughter.] Yes, I hear a 
laugh from the other side. Does the 
hon. Member object to people with these 
strong names! It is easy to order Catho- 
lie Nationalists to stand by in the Cork 
jury box. You do not ask their Gaelic 
comrades to stand by in South Africa, 
where, unfortunately, they saved you 
from being driven into the sea. Let me 
go on and offend hon. Gentlemen still 
further fora moment, if they will permit 
me, with a few more of these offensive 
Gaelic names—Morissey, Callory, Mori- 
arty, Murphy, Mahony, Hogan, O'Neil, 
etc. Ido not wish to detain the House. 
Forty-three of these Gaelic Nationalists 
were ordered to stand aside. In a com- 
munity in which the Catholics are 
396,000 to 35,000 Protestants, a jury 
as exclusively Protestant and Unionist as 
if selected by the local branch of the 
Landlords’ Union was empanelled. The 
result of these men’s honest attempt to 
patch up this dangerous parish dispute 
was that they were sentenced to six 
months imprisonment with hard labour 
as threatening letter-writers. They at- 
tempted arbitration. You have as strong 
an objection to arbitration in Kerry 
as you have in South Africa. Goce 
forbid that the results should be equally 
bloody, but I tell you that if you had not 
the organisation and the power of the 
League to restrain the people, the result 
of such a lesson as that would be to teach 
hot-headed men that it is a safer and more 
effective course to address a volley otf 
slugs to the land grabber than a simple 
letter. If that turned out to be the case 
I have no hesitation in saying it is the 
Government and Gentlemen on the other 
side who support it who would be the 
greater criminals of the two. 
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Now I mention the subject of jury 
packing in Cork and Kerry, and you 
would suppose that if ever there was a 
subject on which public opinion was 
entitled to make itself heard in Ireland 
it was this miserable juggling with 
the sacred right of trial. Under this 
system it is really no exaggeration to 
say that the Crown official can get his 
twelve “ reliables” to do his work with 
as absolute power as a military officer 
ean pick out a firing party to carry out 
a military sentence. Unfortunately the 
Gaelic Catholic has no more chance 
against such a system than the Chris- 
tians had against Nero’s tigers in the 
Roman amphitheatre. [ ask Englishmen 
again what would be their feelings—I ask 
the hon. Member for South Belfast what 
would be his feeling if the seven bishops 
were to be tried in London to-morrow 
morning by a jury composed exclusively 
of Irish Catholics, and if The Times 
newspaper was to be suppressed the 
following morning for daring to make 
a comment upon it, 

Now do you think that we have no 
feelings ! I tell you that parallel things 
are going on in Ireland at the present 
moment, and they are apt to make 
Irishmen’s blood boil with shame. You 
are not content with stripping our poor 
people of arms, but we are to be dis- 
armed even of the right of making a 
protest in the public press against the 
intamy of the present course of action 
of the Government. Let me give the 
latest case. It occurred in the county 
of Sligo, where there is a population 
of 90,000 Catholies and only 10,000 
Protestants. A jury, as usual exclusively 
composed of Unionists and Protestants, 
was empannelled and sent two Catholic 
Nationalists to gaol for six months with 
hard labour for making speeches at a 
public meeting. My hon. friend the 
Member for North Leitrim, and who 
is also mayor for Sligo, is the proprietor 
of the principal newspaper in the dis- 
trict. He felt it his duty in common 
decency and in common manhood to 
write an article in his newspaper pro- 
testing against the foul methods by 
which his brother Catholics were ex- 


cluded from juries—in strong terms, no 
doubt, but in scarcely more passionate 
terms than were employed by the Catho- 
lic bishop of the district, the Bishop of 
Elphin, who wrote in denunciation of 
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this intolerable insult to every man 
who has a drop of Catholic blood in 
his veins. My friend was instantly 
prosecuted. As usual, he was not tried 
at home, but was dragged away to 
Dublin, and by a grim stroke of Castle 
irony this gentleman, whose crime 
was that he had simply suggested the 
existence of jury-packing, was himself, 
in his own case, treated to a most striking 
exemplification of the reality and iniquity 
of that practice. Out of a couple of 
dozen jurors who were available, thir- 
teen Catholics were, even in Dublin, 
ordered to stand by by the Crown. | 
am glad to say that the enlightened 
Protestants of Dublin are beginning to 
revolt against this outrageous insult 
of constituting them the executioners- 
in-ordinary of their own fellow-country- 
men. It is too much for them, and but 
for their disagreement my friend would 
be now suffering imprisonment for sug- 
gesting that these was such a thing 
as jury-packing. The scandal did not 
stop there, though nobody ever dreamed 
that it would lead to a second trial. It 
was contrary to all precedent in cases 
of the kind. When the Land League 
leaders were tried under the same system 
in 1881 the jury disagreed, but nothing 
more was said about it. | was prose- 
cuted myself in the Campaign time for 
conspiracy, and the jury disagreed, and 
of course the case was never heard of 
again. When the Freeman's Journal, 
the principal Nationalist paper in the 
country, published an article on the 
Sligo case protesting that jury-packing 
had been exemplified in that case, in- 
stantly the Crown turned their atten- 
tion to that journal, and to another 
great metropolitan newspaper, the Dublin 
Evening Telegraph. ‘This time, how- 
ever, they did not resort to trial by even 
a packed jury—they are beginning 
to be afraid of and distrust packed juries 
even in Dublin—but they resorted to 
that miserable, dishonest pretext, con- 
tempt of court, on the ground that com- 
ment had been made upon a case which 
was still sub judice. These two news- 
papers were attached by the Court, 
and Heaven only knows what penalties 
will follow. I ask you to remember 
for a moment the different links in 
this chain that is being coiled round 
public opinion in Ireland. First, the 
poor local men sent to gaol for six 
Seventh Day. 
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months ; second, my hon. friend tried 
by a packed jury for stating that there 
was such a thing as a packed jury; 
and finally, the two metropolitan journals 
committed under the arbitrary power 
of contempt of court because they had 
attempted to raise a public protest against 
the way in which their comrades of 
the provincial press were being perse- 
cuted and strangled in the performance 
of a public duty. 

I have sometimes heard people talk of 
[rishmen being too passionate and violent. 
I think if there is any great faulkt—per- 
sonally [ admit that it is possible we have 
our faults—but if there is any striking 
fault in our national character, I am 
afraid it is that we bear too much, and 
bear it too tamely, and only that you have 
taken care to disarm us, as if we were a 
tribe of Hottentots, we would sometimes 
be inclined—I certainly would—to follow 
the example of those two little Republics 
in South Africa who have resisted and 
chastised your insolence and tyranny. 
It is of vital importance to remember 
that this kind of thing has been going on 
for years and years in Ireland, and it is 
necessary to bring a knowledge of thefacts 
to the attention of this House. Then 
there was a case where the principal 
inhabitants of a peaceful little village were 
indicted for conspiracy because the local 
branch of the United Irish League took 
cognisance of a case of land grabbing. 
Why in Heaven's name not take cogni- 
sance of it, if Lrish public opinion is to be 
allowed expression at all? Is there any 
pretence ot crime here? There has not 
been a crime committed in the district 
for the last three years. Indeed, it will 
have to be admitted that in all these 
cases crime neither follows nor accom- 
panies the proceedings of the League, 
with one or two exceptions, for which the 
League is not in the smallest degree 
responsible. Now, the grabber himself 


in his evidence said he came to Tallow as | 


a poor friendless boy, and that he had 
made his wealth out of the small farmers, 
and also by gambling on the Stock 
Exchange. In all these grabbing cases, or 
almost all of them, the grabbers are either 
small shopkeepers who have made their 
money out of the peasants, or pensioners 
of the police who use the public money 
to plunder their neighbours. These are 


the men whose names it is deliberately 
held to be a crime even to whisper in 
Mr, William O’Brien. 
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public. Well, a respectable Protestant 
family on the estate of the Duke of Devon- 
shire was evicted and the holding grabbed, 
and the local branch of the League very 
properly took up the case and attempted 
to bring public opinion to bear upon it. 
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL vor 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, London- 
derry, N.): The hon. Gentleman must 
be aware that the case he is now com- 
menting upon is sub judice, and that the 
men will be tried. It is unusual to 
comment on such cases in this House. 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN: I will at 
once bow to your decision, Mr. Speaker, 
if you first hear me as to the point 
whether these men are really returned 
for trial at all; for 1 hold that they are 
not. 

*Mr. SPEAKER : If it is correct, as the 
Attorney General says, that this matter 
is still sub judice, that is to say that legal 
proceedings upon it are pending, it is not 
desirable to comment upon it. 

Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN: What I 
want to point out is, that there were 
four magistrates on the bench, two paid 
and two unpaid ; and that there was an 
even division as soon as the evidence was 
completed. According to all precedents 
the prosecution ought to have failed, 
and therefore there would be no case of 
sub judice. These paid magistrates deli- 
berately overrode the verdict of the 
two unpaid magistrates, and committed 
the men for trial. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The fact is that these 
men are now awaiting trial, and the hon. 
Member must not comment upon the 
case. 

Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN: I have 
nowhere else to speak ; but I pass on to 
another phase of my argument. Why 
should not Irish peasants have the same 
right of combination that English and 
even Irish tradesmen have! | want to 
know, in the next place, what are these 
guilty practices that are carried on by 


these branches of the United Irish League 


which are not carried on under another 
name by trade unions all over the 
country? You may call it black-balling 
or picketing here in England, that which 
you are pleased to call boycotting in 
Lreland, but it is precisely the same thing. 
It is sheer cant and dishonesty. None 
of us like it, but every one of us practises 
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it—every trade union, protession, and 
club. It is human nature and will last as 
long as human nature. Members of the 
League in Ireland have suffered more 
than the Afrikanders’ peace delegates, 
having been obliged to fly for their lives, 
and having been hunted from post to 
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pillar, and even denied the shelter of | 


their homes. The House will _ re- 
member that the only observation that 
the First Lord of the Treasury had to 
offer by way of comtort was that there 
really was a limit to human patience, 
but that is a remark which is equally 
applicable to Ireland ; and I venture to 
say that the man who in the most sordid 
selfishness stands between a whole people 
and their country is the greatest tax on 
human patience that ever existed. We 
came here to serve you, but we will yet be 
your destruction. | remem ber a few weeks 
ago the Chief Secretary, in response to 
a courteous invitation to speak at the 
trade union office, took a most 
pathetic line as to their claim for the 
right of combination. Yet at the same 
moment. or very soon afterwards, his 
police in Ireland were guilty of making 
armed raids on the organised union otf the 
country, and having men tried by packed 
juries because they exercised temperance 
in their language, and because they com- 
bine, as they have a right to do, and as 
they will do whether you like it or not, 
to obtain their lands on such conditions 
as will give them a living wage. 

The Irish trade unions do not repre- 
sent more than 20.000 men. This League 
represents 500.000 farmers and labourers, 
who, with their families, represent three- 
fourths of the population. And the ob- 
jects which it seeks to obtain are strictly 
fair and just. As to one of those objects, 
the abolition of landlordism in Ireland, 
you had last night a demonstration that 
that object is supported by nine-tenths 


sVin- 


of the representatives of Ireland in this | 


House : even hon. Members sitting on 
the Government side. | venture to say 
that it is of greater consequence to the 
people than any reform ever submitted 
to this House. Again, as to the second 
object of the League—to which the Chief 
Secretary last night made an «!lusion, in 
regard to which I hope I make no mis- 
takein believing it to be a friendly one— 
the object to parcel out the vast grazing 
lands among the people. Plenty of those 
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lands are lying derelict, whilst the poor 


‘starved cottagers huddle together on 


their confines hungering for them. This 
object is so great, so inevitable, that there 
is a department of the Government at the 
present moment engaged in carrying out 
the programme of the I cague, although 
at so miserable a snail’s pace that it will 
take centuries to make any impression 
upon the mass of misery that has to be 
dealt with. 

I think the Chief Secretary will admit 
that up to the present, for reasons which 
he will understand, he has met with more 
sympathetic consideration in Ireland than 
perhaps any Chief Secretary who has 
gone betore him, with the exception of 
the right hon. Member for Montrose. But 
the time has come when he will have to 
make up his mind for good or ill what he 
is going to do. It will not do to tell us 
that Ireland is being governed under the 
ordinary laws—that isa sophistry and a 
fraud on England and Ireland alike. As 
evil and as arbitrary things as ever turned 
the constitution of England against its 
own Government are going on now in 
Ireland. You have not done anything yet 
except under compulsion, but you will 
hear ot these things every week of your 
lives so long as the power of free speech 
is left to us. If the Chief Secretary has 
made up his mind to lapse into the old 
condition of things, of having concessions 
sandwiched with coercion, and allowing 
his adherents in Ireland to indulge in the 
noble pastime of harrying the people, 
what will be our procedure in this ses- 
sion and the sessions tocome ! It will be 
obstructive. If the right hon. Gentleman 
intends to go in for coercion, it will be 
manly for him to bring along his Coercion 
Act in all its atrocity, and then we can 
have the issue fairly and squarely dis- 
cussed. If the Government persist in 
their present policy of suppression and 
attempting to drive discontent beneath 
the surface, there will be two courses 
open to the Irish Members. From the 


‘selfish point of view, the easiest course 


for all of us will be to abandon the field 
to the secret societies, and let the land- 
lords and the land-grabbers take the con- 
sequences ; that will probably be the 
easiest, and I am sorry to be obliged 
to say it would perhaps be the more effec- 
tive course to arouse England toa know- 
ledge of the desperate condition of the 


Seventh Day. 
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people ; but I for one will not give up along, and will proceed to apply the 


without a fight the position we have won 
for our people of doing everything which 
Englishmen have a right to do. The 
Chief Secretary can still give effect if he 
chooses to allowing the overpowering 
view of the people being known without 
bloodshed, without secrecy, or without 
anything else which would make honest 
men hang their heads with shame. And 
if open agitation in Lreland is to be pre- 
served, it will have to be preserved not by 
putting our necks under the yoke of the 
men who are doing these things that are 
going on in Ireland, but by resisting them 
and putting them down at no matter what 
cost of trouble or of liberty. We will not 
allow simple village people to be strangled 
and garrotted silently. We will hold no 
truce with these land-grabbers. We will 
not bend the knee to his Worship the 
Mayor—a new stage religion—to crea- 
tures whose trade no doubt is quite as 
strictly legal as that of the hangman, and 
which is equally repulsive. You will not 
succeed in muzzling the press in Ireland 
or in silencing the outcry against you, or 
if you have to do it, it will have to be pro- 
nounced by your judges. You will have 
to go very much further than suppressing 
an occasional meeting or making a dead 
set on some obscure village hamlet in 
some remote part. The rivht hon. 
Gentleman will have to bring his Coer- 
cion Act along if he means to persist in 
suppressing our national aspirations. 
It is the magistrates and the county 
councillors of Lreland that it would be 
wise for you to conciliate. 

I do not know whether it will be made 
a new case of conspiracy and intimida- 
tion against us if we tell the right hon. 
Gentleman this plainly now. He is 
voung and ardent, and, judging from his 
onslaught on the hon. Members for 
Waterford and South Tyrone last night. 
he rejoices at the scent of battle. and is 
ready to act the part of the strong man. 
He must take his own course. and we 
shall take ours. The Irish Members 
are fighting for the only remedy that 
can be suggested for the unnatural 
and accursed system by which the 
people of Ireland are being killed off, 
and we have only to look back on the his- 
tory of any coercion struggle in Ireland to 
feel fairly confident that this House will 
yet acknowledge that we were right all 


Mr. William © Brien. 





remedy, as usual, toolate. I beg to move 
the Amendment standing in my name. 


Mr. BURKE (King’s County, Tulla- 


more): As an entirely new Member of 
this House, I should have preferred, 
under ordinary circumstances, to have 


found another time for speaking upon 
this subject, but I realise that we are not 
assembled here under ordinary circum- 
stances. The Amendment proposed by 
my hon. friend the Member for Cork 
raises definitely this issue, that while you 
have already spent £100.000,000 on the 
South African War, and are continuing 
to spend at the rate of £1,500,000 per 
week—the war having arisen out of the 
questions of the franchise and_ local 
government—here, over the Channel, 
within a few hours journey of London, 


/you havea part of His Majesty's Empire 


commonly called Ireland, where the 
most ordinary rights and liberties with 
which the people of England have been 
familiar for generations are practically 
at the mercy of the local resident magis- 
trate or policeman who takes upon him- 
self to deal with them. 

I feel all the more bound to associate 
myself with the protest raised by the hon, 
Member for Cork in view of the fact 
that | have had the honour of taking 
some active share in promoting the 
organisation for whose rights and 
liberties he has so eloquently pleaded 
to-night. I am in a position to speak 
with knowledge as to the progress and 


growth of the United Irish League 
movement. I have been north, east, 


south, and west, I saw the birth of the 
movement, I saw its rapid growth, and 
[ saw its final triumph. I saw also 
some of thescenes of intolerable petty 
despotism and tyranny and_ bloodshed 
on the part of the police by which the 
progress of the movement was constantly 
marked. I would respectfully point out 

hon. Members opposite that there is 
one right which the English people are 
famous for being extremely jealous of— 
the right of public meeting. It is not 
many years ago that a London mob tore 
down the railings of the park that was 
closed against a reform meeting. Still 
fewer years ago is it that the career of the 
Commissioner of Police for London was 
virtually terminated by his —. 
with the right of meeting i 


Trafalgar. 
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Square. In that case the Commissioner 
was acting strictly within his technical 
rights. He was acting strictly within 
an Act of Parliament, and he was ad- 
mittedly acting under considerable 
provocation, for after a previous meeting 
in Trafalgar Square a band of ruftians 
went looting shops right, left, and centre ; 
but in spite of that the people of London 
did not recognise the proclamation of 
that meeting in Trafalgar Square. and 
you had a desperate riot for hours. You 
had the Riot Act read, and you had Sir 
Charles Warren’s popularity in London 
gone for ever. He was hooted when he 
endeavoured to address a public meeting, 
he was lampooned on every music-hall 
stage in the metropolis, and he was 
forced to resign the high post which he 
held. But our case in the matter of the 
police is this. You have first of all the 
vice-regal proclamation of a public meet- 
ing, and then you have the proclamation 
signed by the resident magistrate. | 
think Ireland is the only part of the three 
kingdoms where the police barracks 
keep a stock of forms of proclamation 
with blank spaces left to fill in the dates 
and the names of the places. But, worse 
than that, there has been another deve- 
lopment of this interference with public 
meeting, and there are hon. Members 
among my colleagues who have had 
personal experience of it. It is the case 
where a head constable, without even a 
proclamatiion or a warrant of any sort 
whatever, either from the Lord  Lieu- 
tenant or the resident magistrate, 
takes on himself to draw a cordon of 
police across the highway, and to order 
men like the hon. Member for South 
Mayo off the streets like dogs, telling 
them that they have not got the right of 
public meeting even in their own con- 
stituencies. 

lf | am not wearying the House. | 
should like to give a couple of cases in my 
own personal experience. I was an- 
nounced to address a meeting at a place 
called Kerrygale, half an hour's drive 
outside Dunmore, Donegal. I was in- 
formed the night before by District 
Inspector Moore that the meeting was 
proclaimed. | need hardly say I did not 
pay the least attention to that. In fact 
I have reason to know that I narrowly 
escaped prosecution for my lack of re- 
spect for the law on that oceasion. We 
were treated to every insolence and 
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violence on that occasion. We were 
blocked right, left, and centre, wild 
hands were laid upon us by District 
Inspector Moore, and efforts were made 
to drag us from the car in which we were 
driving to address the meeting; but in 
the end we did address not one meeting 
but two or three into the bargain. This 
petty tyranny is not even consistent in 
its operation, because while it was pro- 
posed to prevent us addressing a meeting 
at Kerrygale, where there was an 
agrarian dispute, we were not allowed 
to address a meeting in the chapel yard 
at Dunmore, and yet, when I went 
down on another oceasion, although the 
agitation was still going ahead, not the 
slightest interference was offered to our 
proceedings. I wish to say a few words 
from the trade union point of view. 
We contend that it is as lawful and as 
moral for an Irish Member, or any Irish 
leader of opinion, whether newspaper 
editor or speaker from a public platform, 
to counsel the boycott of a farm trom 
which a man has been evicted as it is for 
an English labour leader to advocate 
the boycotting of a job from which 
trade unionists have been expelled, and. 
indeed, if we enter into comparisons at 
all, the comparison is in favour of what 
is called the “ blackleg ” or the “ 
against what we call the ~landgrabber.” 
In England the “ blackleg” or the 
“scab” may at least plead that he has 
a wife and children who are in want, 
and that to obtain food he is only taking 
up the job another man has deliberately 
laid down; whereas in Ireland, as has 
been properly pointed out in the course 
of the debate, the landgrabber is a man 
who in 99 cases out of 100 has no plea 
of want or necessity, but who, on the 
contrary, is a well-to-do man with money 
at the bank. He comes there for a 
money-making purpose, and enters him- 
self as a thorn in the side of a peacetul 
community. But we shall hear no 
doubt in the course of this debate the 
stock argument used in Ireland when 
these meetings are proclaimed. that, in 
the words of the proclamation generally 
issued against them. they * will or may 
cause boycotting and intimidation.” | 
respectfully submit that in the course 
of your cab strike in London you had 
more intimidatién and violence—more 
brutal violence, too—than you have had 
in the whole of the years of the United 
Seventh Day. 


scab.” as 
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lrish League. I would like to know, if 
in the heat of the bitterest fight in Eng- 
land, any responsible labour leader were 
to go to address a meeting a of strikers. 
even although the meeting were to be 
held at the gates of the dock or the factory 
where the strike was going on, public 
opinion in this country would tolerate 
urmed interference with him—with, say 
the hon. Member for Battersea—on the 
plea that the meeting he was announced 
to address might or would lead to boy- 
cotting ! 

1 think what has occurred is a striking 
illustration of the effectiveness with 
which the United Irish League is helping 
on the system of land purchase, even of 
voluntary land purchase, which is so 
highly commended as against compul- 
sory land purchase by hon. Members 
on the other side of the House. For many 
months there raged a fierce agrarian 
dispute in the Abbeyfield district of 
county Limerick, but the United Irish 
League fought for the tenants’ right to 
purchase their farms on equitable terms, 
and, as usual, the League won in the end. 
When the purchase was completed, a 
meeting was addressed by the parish 
priest ; and what was the statement he 
made! He said that out of the 25,000 
acres of land in the parish more than 
16,000 had now been purchased, a dis- 
tinction of which few parishes in Ireland 
could boast, and it came of the vigorous 
movement of the United Irish League in 
the district. 

L do not propose, Sir, to abuse at 
any great length the indulgence ex- 
tended to me as a new Member of this 
House. I wish to associate myself 
emphatically with the protest against 
what is called the system of jury-packing 
in Ireland. If the English people saw 
in assize after assize, and in case after case, 
every Wesleyan or every Baptist ordered 
to stand by, I think they would conclude 
that something like a very insidious. 
insulting, and deadly religious, as well as 
political, persecution was being carried 
on. I speak myself as a Protestant : 
| was born one, and in all human proba- 
bility | shall die one ; but I hope I shall 
die as I shall live, without labouring 
under the impression or pretending to 
helieve that my Catholic neighbour is a 
born liar who is not fit to be trusted on his 
oath. This is no sentimental grievance. 


The facts brought before the House by‘ 
Mr. Burke. 
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the hon. Member for Cork conclusively 
prove that there is a steadfast assumip- 
tion by the Crown, whenever its law 
officers can make that assumption felt, 
that every Roman Catholic is ipso facto 
a man not to be trusted on his oath, who 
cannot be trusted to do justice between 
man and man, but who may fairly be 
subjected to the inconvenience of being 
compelled to attend on summons, under 
penalty of heavy fine, and to the ignominy 
of being told to stand by for the benefit of 
an exclusively Protestant and Unionist 
jury. 

In conclusion, I would earnestly plead 
that it is, to say the least, an anachronism 
that when we see South Africa drenched 
in blood and tears, and laid waste with 
fire and sword, for a complaint about the 
alleged over taxation and under repre- 
sentation of a gold mining community— 
that while this is done under the plea of 
equal rights for all men and liberty for all 
subjects of the King, within a day’s 
journey of thiscapital you have a part of 
His Majesty's dominions labouring under 
a tyranny and injustice that would make 
Radical to the backbone the most true- 
blue Tory county in England if it was 
practised on that county. I would 
turther plead that Irishmen are not to be 
told that they are treacherous or un- 
patriotic because they cannot rejoice in 
the victories or mourn over the defeats 
of a Government which imposes upon 
them a code of law alien to the best 
traditions of the law that the English 
people enjoy, and which deprives them 
of those rights of combination, free 
speech, and public meeting by which 
alone the liberties of England itself have 
been secured and improved for genera- 
tions. I beg to second the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed- 

‘©At the end of the question to add the 
words, ‘ Humbly to represent to Your Majesty 
that this House has observed that a combina- 
tion of the agricultural classes in Ireland has 
been formed, under the name of the United 
Irish League, with the object of accomplishing 
reforms which alone, in the opinion of nine- 
tenths of the constitutional representatives of 
Ireland, can arrest the continued depopulation 
of that country and the decay of its only great 
national industry. These reforms being, first, 
the creation of an occupying proprietary 1D 
substitution for the present unsettled and 
vexatious system of dual owrership ef land; 
and, secondly, the utilisation of extensive 
tracts, at present lying practically waste In 


the congested districts, for the purpose of 


supplying holdings of sufficient extent to & 
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hard working and deserving population, who 
for want of land are compelled to live ina con- 
dition of chronic privation and even famine 
on the borders of those fertile depopulated 
areas; that the movement which eas been 
carried on for the past three years for the pro- 
motion of these objects has been marked by 
the disappearance of those crimes of violence 
and secret conspiracies which were used to the 
discredit of all former agrarian combinations 
in Ireland, and the League, basing itself on the 
principle that its struggle is in the nature of a 
great economic industrial dispute between the 
tillers of the soil on the one side and the rent- 
owners supported by a vast capital and terri- 
torial influence on the other, has relied for 
success upon those combinations for mutual 
protection and appeals to public opinion which 
the trades union laws have expressly authorised 
in the case of disputes between capital and 
labour of a non-agricultural character ; that, 
nevertheless, this House has observed that the 
forces of the Crown have been unconstitu- 
tionally employed, and public justice has been 
polluted in the interest of one of the parties 10 
the dispute ; that the right of public meeting 
has been capriciously suppressed ; that prose- 
eitions for conspiracy a Whiteboyism have 
ben instituted in reference to open and 
advised appeals to public opinion and measures 
of mutual protection, which are indisputably 
within the right of trades unions in ordinary 
industrial struggles; that the power of con- 
tempt of court has been uneconstitutionally 
and oppressively abused for the purpose of 
inflicting prolonged sentences of imprisonment 
without trial; that the right of trial by jury 
has been outraged by the systematic exclusion 
from the jury box of all jurors sharing the 
politics or creed of the accused, and the 
empannelling of juries composed exclusively of 
sympathisers with the territorial class; that 
the liberty of the press in Ireland has been 
assailed, and influential organs of opinion 
prosecuted in the endeavour to silence public 
comment on this iniquitous system; that 
grievous and vindictive fines have been exacted 
trom districts obnoxious to the landlord 
interest by means of charges for extra police 
quartered upon peaceful populations, and that 
the people of Ireland have been subjected to 
divers others the like cruel oppressions and 
provocations. And humbly to represent to 
Your Majesty that it being of the highest 
constitutional import to encourage the Irish 
eople to seek the redress of their grievances 
vy the fullest freedom of speech and of com- 
bination which is wuarantel by the example 
of the trades unions of Great Britain, this 
House is of opinion that the attacks at 
present directed by the Executive against the 
rights of free speech and of combination in 
Ireland should cease, and that the legislation 
protecting the trades unions in the exercise of 
their rights of corabination against capital 
and non-union Jabour should be extended to 
all agricultural combinations of a similar 
character in that country.’”—(M/yr. William 
O’Brien. ) 


Question proposed, ** That those words 
be there added.”’ 


*Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): 


After the two very able and eloquent 
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speeches delivered from these benches 
in support of the Amendment of the 
hon. Member for Cork, I feel as if it. 
would be beating the air for me to 
reiterate any of the arguments used 
by either of the hon. Gentlemen. 
Both of these Gentlemen spoke of their 
experience in jury-packing as practised 
in the provinces of Munster, Leinster, 
and Connaught. I intend to speak of 
jury-packing in the province with which 
the right hon. the Attorney-General for 
Ireland and myself are more intimately 
acquainted than we are with any of 
these other provinces. As one residing 
all my lifetime in or about the city of 
Londonderry, and having had a large 
and rather varied experience of the 
criminal courts in Ulster as at present 
constituted, I feel it my duty to give to 
this House, and especially hon. Members 
from England and Scotland, some of my 
experiences in jury-packing as it is 
practised in Ulster. 

Attention called to the fact that forty 
Members were not present (Mr. JOHN 
CAMPBELL). House counted, and, forty 
Members being found present— 

*Mr. O'DOHERTY (continuing): | 
was referring to the fact that my ex- 
perience of the maladministration of the 
law was confined practically to Ulster. 
Now, | do not intend to detain the 
House with statistics or with reports, 
true though they may be, which | 
have read in the columns of the daily 
press in Ireland with reference to the 
provinces other than Ulster. I will 
try to confine myself to my own 
experience on these two counts of jury- 
packing and maladministration of the 
law. The hon. Member for Cork re- 
ferred to the fact that not a single Catho- 
lic was allowed to sit upon any jury in 
trials lately held in Connaught, Munster, 
or Leinster. That may be made an 
argument by the Treasury Bench that 
no Catholic sitting on a jury in these 
provinces would commit an Irishman 
charged with an offence which they 
believed did not lie under English 
laws, and an offence for which no man 
could be convicted in this country ; but 
it this is the law in Munster, Leinster, 
and Connaught, why is it not the law . 
in Ulster? In the case of a man tried 
there for an offence, do the Crown call 
upon any Orangemen to stand aside ? 
Seventh Day. 
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No; with the result that at a trial held 
some time ago in Londonderry, where 
one or two men were put into the 
dock, and where the charge was con- 
clusively brought home, the Orangeman 
was acquitted by his brother Orange- 
men in the jury box. So glaring was 
the injustice that the worthy judge 
who presided at that trial said, * That 
may be your verdiet, but you will 
not get twelve men in the whole of the 
United Kingdom to agree with you.” 
After that instance of maladministration 
that goes on in Londonderry, in after 
years did the Crown, when Orangemen 
were being tried for party offences, 
order the Orangemen whose names 
appeared in the jury panel to stand 
aside? Certainly not. Why?! Be- 
cause these Orange gentlemen are the 
leaders of Unionist public opinion 
in that constituency which is repre- 
sented by the hon. Gentleman the Attor- 
ney General for Ireland, and if the law 
was administered in Ulster as in the 
other provinces—the law for which he 
is responsible—this House would lose 
a brilliant ornament. Mere papists in 
Munster, Leinster, Connaught, and 
Ulster can never do any good at Par- 
liamentary elections, and their feelings 
are accordingly never respected. Take 
the constituency which I have the honour 
to represent. North Donegal forms a 
portion of a county which was admitted, 
in answer to a question put by me a 
few nights ago to the Chief Secretary 
for Ireland. to be the most crimeless 
county in the three kingdoms. Yet 
the greater portion of the county is 
proclaimed under the Peace Preservation 
Act; but the remarkable fact is that 
that portion of the county which is 
not proclaimed is situated in East 
Donegal, a division in which the Union- 
ists have the only chance whatever of 
capturing the seat, and the reason for it, 
to me, isas plain as a pikestaff. It is 
because there are a large number of 
Unionists inhabiting that — district. 
Yet that portion which is not pro- 
claimed has been proved to have far 
more crime in proportion to its popula- 
tion than the other seven-eighths of the 
county. The only conclusion we ean 
‘form, therefore, is that the Government 
has not proclaimed this district in order 
to pander to the wishes of the Orange 
leaders. Going further towards the 


Mr. O Doherty. 
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south, some months ago in the town 


of Portadown, in the constituency of 
North Armagh, a defenceless body of 
Catholic youths, lead by their pastor, 
went to Bundoran on an _ excursion. 
After a short service in the church 
they started on their way to the 
railway station, and on their way they 
were set upon by the Orange roughs of 
the district, and some ot them were 
butchered even nearly to death. Was a 
single man brought to justice for that 
outrage! Not one. No doubt a few 
were asked to appear before the magis- 
trate sitting in petty sessions in that 
town, and show cause why they should 
not be bound over to keep the peace ; 
but what was the result?) They proved 
an alibi, although the most conclusive 
evidence was produced that they were 
guilty, and in that case not a single man 
was convicted beyond a few monetary 
fines. These facts were reported to 
Dublin Castle, and a demand was made 
by the Catholic people of that district 
that a Royal Commission should be 
appointed to inquire into the malad- 
ministration of justice in that town, 
with the result that the gentlemen who 
animate Dublin Castle did not deign to 
send a reply to the people and the Catho- 
lic pastor of that town. 

With reference to the United Irish 
League. the hon. Member tor North 
Derry is probably aware of the fact that 
it has spread in his own constituency. 
as in every other, and I have no doubt 
whatever, after what has occurred this 
evening. and on other occasions, the 
League is bound to gain ground in 
Ulster, where Protestant and Orange 
farmers will join it, with the result that 
hon. Members opposite, who have always 
to do so, will have to obey the behest of 
the right hon. Gentleman the Leader ol 
the House, and vote for the Government 
against the wishes of their constituents. 
The First Lord of the Treasury might 
adopt with success the practice adopted 
in China, and send a silken rope to each 
of these gentlemen, with the request 
that they would commit political suicide. 

The Chief Secretary for Lreland, who 
is responsible for the government of 
that country to this House, boasted 
some weeks ago that he was half an 
Irishman. I would appeal to the right 
hon. Gentleman to remember that his 
ancestors have sympathised with the 
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people, helped them in their troubles, 


and sympathised with their grievances, , 


and | would appeal to him to embrace 
the opportunity now offered from these 
benches, in the present state of affairs 
in Ireland, to reform the maladministra- 
tion of Dublin Castle of which we so 
much complain. By granting the claims 
of Ireland, he will put an end for ever 
to the interminable conflict that has 
gone on for the last century, and by 
administering the laws in Ireland in the 
way in which they are administered in 
England would do much to remove the 
complaints that arise from these benches. 
Hon. Members on these benches do not 
complain of the laws, but of the malad- 
ministration of the laws. 


*Mr. J, P. FARRELL (Longtord, N.): J 
agree with everything said by the hon. 
Member for Cork in his vigorous and 
pointed denunciation of the system of 
persecution which the Irish Nationalists 
who have identified themselves with 
the United Irish League are being 
subjected to. I desire particularly to 


associate myself with him — because 
of the way we have been treated 
in the county Longford, one — of 


the divisions of which I have the 
honour to represent in this House. 
It has been made the theatre of this 
persecuting system, Probably in the 
whole of the province of Leinster there 
is not a county which has had so fair a 
record for perfect and absolute freedom 
from crime as Longford. The hon. 
Member for Cork has in his speech  re- 
ferred to the fact that, as regards the 
province of Munster, judge after judge 
at the had congratulated its 
grand juries on the crimelessness and 
peacefulness of that province. | say 
that if the charges of the assize judges 
who have visited Longtord from time to 
time are looked up by the representatives 
of the Government it will be found that 
for at least the past three vears- | 
might say for the past ten vears 
lutely no crime ot any serious kind has 
prevailed in the county ot Longford. So 
late as the March assizes of 1900 Mr. 
Justice Kenny, whose partiality to the 
LeagueI think isnot particularly admitted 
on these benches, a former Solicitor 
General in this House, congratulated the 
grand jury of the county of Longtord 
on the peacefulness of the county. When 
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the United Irish League was established 
in the county a few busybodies in the 
police force of that county took it into 
their heads to persecute the people be- 
cause of the fact that they had once 
more joined themselves with their brother 
Nationalists in their fight for the re- 
demption of their native land. An 
attempt was made first of all to intimi- 
date the Nationalists from taking part 
in public meetings. Because the hon. 
Gentleman who so worthily represents 
South Mayo came into the district and 
organised the League, the police, who 
knew perfectly well that he was doing good 
work among the people, made a dead 
set on the hon. Gentleman without any 
cause whatever except a few references 
which he made in a speech. He was 
hauled before a bench of magistrates, 
and a prosecution was instituted by the 
Government, who sought to convict him 
and send him to gaol under the ancient 
statute of Edward III. He 
sented as a person of ill fame whose 
committal to was requisite in 
the interest of peace and good order in 
the community. [donot know whether 
it was with the cognisance of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Attorney General, 
but as elaborate 


was repre- 


ga i 


arrangements were 
made as if it was for a great 
State trial. A particularly offensive 
gentleman—I use the words advisedly 


in presence of the right hon. 
Gentleman — a particularly offensive 
Crown prosecutor was sent down to Long- 
ford to conduct the State trial. Mr. 
Morphy was despatched with an immense 
number of law books and a great deal 
of impudence and cheek to instruct the 
magistrates of county Longford in 
their duty. 1 wish to point out that, not 
content with relying upon the ordinary 
administrators of the law and your own 
removable Tory magistrates, you im- 
ported a second resident magistrate, 
Mr. Jones, of Boyle, to assist in the 
conviction of my hon. friend. and by 
that means you were able to secure 
the sending of the hon. Gentleman 
for two months to Sligo gaol. Well, 
1 do not think the Crown were well 
advised in the course they took, 
because, instead of allaying the process of 
insubordination to the law, you simply 
threw oil upon the fire, and I can 
assure the right hon. Gentleman that 


from that time forward, if there had been 


Seventh Day. 
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any hesitancy whatever in pushing for- 
ward the work of the League, it advanced 
by leaps and bounds in county Longford. 
That was only, as it were, the first step 
in the proceedings. The next were of a 
very much graver nature. My hon. friend 
the Member for Cork read a letter which 
was addressed by the secretary of a 
branch of the League in Kerry to a 
land-grabber to attend a meeting of the 
League for the purpose of having his 
case investigated. That letter was in 
my opinion a perfectly civil invitation. 
{Laughter.] Gentlemen, of course, laugh 
at the statement that it was a civil in- 
vitation. Well, in the county Longford 
there offence — in 
a letter addressed to a grazier in 
the district asking him whether he 
intended to continue holding a grazing 
farm which he had been holding for 
some years past. That was seized upon 
by the Crown as another case under 
the Whiteboy Acts, and Mr. James 
Killean was hauled up and arraigned 
before a tribunal for writing a 
threatening letter. It seems to me 
that the Crown have very little re- 
gard for the taxpayers of these king- 
doms. They made most elaborate pre- 
parations to convict Mr. Killean. It 
did not satisty them to deal with him 
at petty sessions. They sent him for 
trial at the assizes. When all the elabo- 
rate preparations for the trial were com- 
plete, a frivolous excuse—I describe it 
as nothing else—was seized upon by the 
Crown for the purpose of postponing 
the trial and having him sent to where a 
packed jury could be found to convict 
him at the winter assizes. The pre- 
tence was that in a Catholic and 
Nationalist county like Longford a fair 
trial could not be had. This attempt to 
shift the case to the winter assizes was 
met by the counsel for the traverser, 
who said to the Crown— 

“ We will not challenge one single Protestant 
juror. We will leave you to empannel a whole 
jury of Protestants, and we will take them in 
order to show that we are not afraid to submit 
the justice of this case to a jury of our county- 
men.” 

But the Crown solicitor had his 
instructions, and he, in the name of 
the right hon. Gentleman the Attorney 
General, moved for the place of trial 
changed. They brought the 


was even _ less 


being 


traverser to Wicklow in December last, 


Mr. J. P. Farrell. 
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and there exercised their right of 
challenge to the fullest extent. They 
tried him before Mr. Justice Burton and 
a jury mainly of Protestants of the 
county Wicklow. In the course of the 
trial Mr. Justice Burton, who was a 
member of the Government. acted—] 
am bound to give him credit and I feel 
pleasure in doing so—as a just and im- 
partial judge between the traverser 
and the Crown, and the case for the 
Crown was absolutely scouted out of 
court. They arraigned Mr. Killean 
on sixteen counts, but the Wicklow jury 
had common sense, and flung fifteen of 
these counts bodily out of court. | 
believe that when you forward 
with the last leg on which you have to 
stand, the result will be the same. 


Well, Sir, that did not finish these 
Another precisely — similar 
occurred in the same county. One 
Sunday morning an innocent, harmless, 
and well-conducted young man, the 
secretary of the Dromard branch of 
the League, was found in broad daylight 
putting up a_ notice at the chapel 
gate. The notice stated that it was 
against the rules of the League to oceupy 
land on the eleven months system. The 
young man when committing this act 
implicitly believed that the law allowed 
him to do so, but the county police 
inspector, bearing an honoured name, 
which he has dishonoured, in my opinion, 
started a persecution, and again you 
had the whole paraphernalia of a great 
state trial initiated at Ballinamuck. 
Sir, such conduct, as events proved, 
is absurd and ridiculous. What about 
the expense of all this? Of course, you 
do not care ; you are quite satisfied, and 
would be if the expense was ten times as 
much. I implicitly and honestly believe 
that the Crown officials are delighted to 
have these prosecutions, because of the 
big fees they are able to draw from them. 
This man was brought up at Ballina- 
muck, and from there you sent him to 
Wicklow, although his counsel offered 
totake a Protestant jury in county Long- 
ford, and not to challenge a single man. 
There you empannelled a jury, and en- 
deavoured, as far as possible, to prejudice 
them by representing county Longford to 
be in a disturbed condition. They have a 
district inspector in Granard, an English 
importation named Rodwell, and this 


come 


Cases. Case 
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gentleman was informed—he never saw 
them himself—that in certain places 
around the town of Granard iron spikes 
had been found in a meadow some 
time in July, and because iron spikes 
were found in a meadow at Granard 
after the posting of these notices the 
charges to your grand juries melted 
into thin air, and the whole county 
of Longford was in a state of revolution. 
What view did your Unionist jury 
of Wicklow take of that evidence and 
of the case as presented by a very eminent 
counsel at the Irnsh Bar? They simply 
kicked 1t out of court. They returned a 
verdict of not guilty, and Mr. Murtagh 
went home feeling greatly aggrieved 
that he had been troubled by the 
Crown exercising its big prerogative of 
indicting anybody it likes or anything 1t 
likes. What had occurred in the court of 
first instance in these cases? In the case 
of Murtagh, the magistrates, by three to 
two, discharged the prisoner. But they 
reckoned without the Attorney General. 
He was still in the background. I suppose 
Mr. Fleming, the Crown Prosecutor 

I have a great respect for him, he once 
got me two months in jail for a speech 

was of opinion that it was a slight upon 
his professional ability, and therefore 
he appealed to his friend the Attorney 
General, who, in the exercise of the 
powers vested in him, sent up a Bill 
before the grand jury of county Long- 
ford, some of whom were the very men 
who owned these farms. Talk about 
rigging a Bench! One of these grand 
jurors of county Longford — actually 
told the judge from the  jury-box 
that he was a witness for the Crown! 
Well, Mr. Speacer, at Wicklow the 
Crown were disappointed and Murtagh 
is at large to-day, and, if it is any 
consolation to the right hon. Gentleman 
to know it, he is just as little converted to 
the ways of landlords and Unionists as 
ever. We have the advantage in this 
House of being able to address questions 


direct to the Chief Secretary and the | 


Attorney General on matters connected 


with this organisation, but I doubt 
whether it would have been _ possi- 


ble to extract from them many of the 
facets which I have laid before the House. 
[think the Attorney General will not deny 
that I have substantially and correctly 
stated the two cases to which I have 
referred, but in spite of the breakdown at 
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the winter assizes we are now told that 
one of these young men (Mr. J. J. 
Killean) is to be still further persecuted 
by another arraignment at the coming 
March assizes. : 

Some people are so stupid that they 
never learn anything, and | suppose the 
Crown have learnt nothing by their 
experience of the two trials. Let them 
by all means pull ahead. They will find 
it utterly impossible before any rationally 
constitutioned tribunal in the land to 
convince any jury that the charges of the 
judges whom you send on circuit to 
Longford are untrue, and that county 
Longford is in a disturbed condition. 
We are organised trom end to end, and, 
please God, we will keep organised. | 
believe that the Chief Secretary, so far as 
his entourage will allow him, is desirous of 
doing fairly what he can for the social 
good of the country. But such antics as 
these are merely bringing your Govern- 
ment in to deeper contempt in the minds 
of the people of Ireland. In the United 
Irish League there has not been for a 


moment a suggestion of crime or 


outrage. To my own knowledge. 
within the last few weeks, when 
statements were made which in the 


opinion of the executive of the organisa- 
tion should not have been made regard- 
ing particular cases is county Longtord. 
the executive of the League did more 
by condemning such conduct to preserve 
peace and good order in the county 
than all the police you could import. 
Sir, it is time that this farce should 
cease. It is time that we should be 
be allowed to go to our public meetings as 
free citizens in a free land. What occurs 
at present? A train cannot go to any 
humble village in Ireland at which there 
is not a policeman on the platform with 
his notebook in his pouch, prepared to 
take down the names of any hon. Mem- 
ber of this House or anybody else whom 
he suspects of not being a true-blue 
loyalist or Unionist. At our public 
meetings—and on this point | desire to 
appeal specially to the Chief Secretary— 
you have established a system of spying 
which, I believe, is absolutely repugnant 
to the feelings of the police themselves. 
What was the evidence in one of these 
cases? In the case against the hon. 
Member for South Mayo four different 
policemen were called to give evidence. 
They went in couples to the meeting, 
Seventh Day. 
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other 
that each 


neither was told that the 
was to take notes, so 
would be a spy the other. How 
did they take notes? One said he 
took notes with his notebook on his hand 
under his cape. and when he came to 


and 


on 


read his notes in court he could not 
decipher a single word. What hap- 


pened then? The Crown Prosecutor 
said, * Give us your recollection of what 
was said.” I am not surprised that the 
magistrates could not stand this humbug. 
Even the resident magistrate of Long- 
ford was compelled to call upon the 
Crown Prosecutor to cease from putting 
in such evidence. If you want to take 
notes of our meetings send properly 
qualified men. None of us are ashamed 
of what we say, or afraid of it being 
taken down, or, if you like, recorded by a 
phonograph and repeated tor the delecta- 
tion of the gentlemen at Dublin Castle ; 
hut for goodness sake do not take these 
poor policemen from their barracks and 
vive them instructions to take mental 
notes. Just imagine an Irish policeman 
taking a mental note of the proceedings, 
and confounding and confusing even the 
inagistrate himself when he comes to 
narrate what went on. 

I feel bound to say, however, that is 
one reason why I do not very much 
wish this system of spying put down. In 
my opinion there is nothing that has 
<0 helped the United Irish League, or so 
convineed the people that it has the true 
ring about it, as the presence of your 
helmeted spies at our meetings. Keep 
sending them if you like, but for 
deceney’s sake, and for the sake of 
aceuracyv—upon which, | the 
right hon. Gentleman is very strong—let 
is not be subjected to this process of 
evidence from mental notes. We are a 
peaceful people, and the most bigoted 
and rabid administrator in this country 
cannot find a single act of the United 
[rish League which could in the slightest 
degree be interpreted as act of 
Whiteboyism. We protest in the strongest 
inanner against the insult conveyed it 
these prosecutions towards our organi- 
sation and our people, and if the right 
hon. Gentleman is properly advised he 
will drop the process of instituting con- 
tempt of court motions and Whiteboy 
prosecutions on the mental notes of Trish 
support the 


suppose, 


an 


policemen. | beg to 


Mr. J. P. Farrell. 
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Amendment otf the hon. Member for 
Cork City. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
Betore the right hon. Gentleman replies, 
I would ask him to allow me one or two 
brief minutes, because I desire to address 
one or two questions to him upon a 
particular case which has not been men- 
tioned, and which I desire he should 
address his attention to in reply. It is 
not my intention to take part in the 
debate generally at this stage, and | 
would much prefer that some of my hon. 
friends and colleagues who have been 
actively engaged in the proceedings 
betore the House should speak on this 
occasion. 

The case to which | wish to draw 
attention is one of very great importance, 
because it concerns the freedom of the 
press in Ireland, and it is one in which 
| am personally interested in a particular 
way. because it concerns my own consti- 
tuency. Amongst the cases mentioned 
by my hon. friend who introduced this 
motion was a prosecution in the county 
of Waterford, and it was pointed out that 
as the case-may be considered still sub 
judice, he could not discuss the case. | 
have no intention of discussing the case, 
but I desire to call the attention of the 
Attorney General and the House to one 
particular incident that arose in the 
hearing before the magistrates which is 
now atanend. It is a case of conspiracy, 
and amongst other means taken to secure 
a conviction the Government subparnaed 
the editor of the leading paper in the city 
ot Waterford, and they asked him to give 
evidence of this character. It was not 
alleged that he had published anything 
in his paper which was in the least degree 
illegal, or no doubt he would have been 
prosecuted, as the proprietors of the 
Kilkenny papers were. There was no 
allegation that Mr. Redmond, the editor 
of this paper, had published anything 
illegal, but the Crown found themselves 
in a difficulty to prove conspiracy, and 
they subpoenaed Mr. Redmond to come 
forward to give evidence as to the hand- 
writing of reports which had been sup- 
plied to him in his prof2ssional capacity 
as editor of the paper. [ask the Attorney 
General whether that is not a somewhat 
cruel position to place the editor of a 
newspaper in? Suppose he was mean 
enough to give evidence, it would mean 
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and if he does not give his! honour of the journalistic profession to 


evidence he is committed for contempt | stand by his guns. [ ask, is this gentleman 


of court. 
on the bench, but the editor of this paper 
refused to give evidence. He said that 
apart from politics, 


opinion might be, he considered that, as | 
a journalist, he would be guilty of dis- | 
honourable conduct if he betrayed the | 


confidence of his correspondents. It may | 
be in the recollection of the Attorney | 
General that a case of this kind was tried 
in the county of Limerick against a 
journalist who happened to be a Unionist. 
But he stood by his guns, and as a 
Unionist he said that he could not honour- 
ably give evidence, and I believe that he 
was committed for contempt of court. 
The Government, however, found the 
position so untenable that he was released 
ina very few days. Mr. Morphy, who 
represents the Crown, threatened the 
editor of this paper with a committal for 
contempt of court, but he was unable to | 
carry out this threat because the opinion 
of the Bench was divided. What I desire | 
to call the Attorney General’s attention | 
to is that the Crown Prosecutor stated | 
openly in court with reference to this 
editor, that he would summon him as a 
witness to the assizes before the judge, and | 
he further added : “ Then this gentleman 
will get short shrift.” That phrase was 
reported in all the papers in Dublin and 
in the provinces. I have not risen to 
take part in the general debate, but I do 
press upon the Attorney General and the 
Government that this is a most contemp- 


tible way of attempting to get evidence of | 


conspiracy. They have nothing against | 
this editor, and they cannot put their | 
finger upon a single sentence of an illegal | 
character in his paper. They ask him to 
come forward and be guilty of a breach 
of his honourable confidence as a journal- 


ist, in order to secure the conviction of 


prisoners in a conspiracy prosecution. | 
Possibly the Attorney General has never 
heard of this case of Mr. Redmond. I | 
would ask him to have inquiries made, | 
and to defend at the Table if he can this | 
process. There was recently a meeting 
held in Dublin of the Irish Journalists 
Association, which is very largely made 
up of Unionists, and is not by any means 
a Nationalist organisation, and this 
association unanimously passed a resolu- 
tion approving of the action of Mr. 
Redmond, and calling upon him for the 


VOL. LXXXIX. [FourtH SEries.] 


or what his own | 


There were four magistrates | going to be sent to prison for refusing 


to give evidence? I ask the Attorney 
General to give this his attention, and to 
give us some justification of the action 
which the Government have taken in 
the matter. 

Mr. ATKINSON (who 
fectly ‘ heard) said pi in reply to 
‘the hon. and learned Member, he might 
| state that he was not acquainted with the 
facts of the case which he had just 
mentioned, but he would have inquiries 
made, and, if it should be found possible, 
the evidence of the editor alluded to 
should be dispensed with. He quite 
appreciated the position. He did not, 
| however, intend to follow the hon. 
Member for Cork through. his discursive, 
vehement, and he might almost say 
venomous speech, or through all the dif- 
| ferent questions which the ‘hon. Member 
had touched upon in his Amendment. 

This Amendment was, he understood, 
| unique in the history of the Parliamen- 
| tary proceedings in this House. It was 
| unique in its length and unique in the 
| variety of subjects with which it dealt. 
There was room enough under Mr. 
Gladstone’s umbrella for all the different 
'sections of the Liberal party, and cer 
tainly there would be room enough 
| under this Amendment for all the diffe- 
/rent sections of the Nationalist party 
'which the hon. Member for Cork had 
| succeeded in welding together. It was 
|impossible for him to follow the hon. 
Member at such length, and he would 
| only now deal with questions of a legal 
character, for which he was more especi- 
‘ally responsible, and he would leave his 
right hon. friend the Chief Secretary to 


was imper- 


| deal with the general questions of policy. 


The hon. Member had said that the 
Lord Chief Justice at Cork said that as 
| yet no facts had been disclosed to justify 


| the Government in proclaiming the 


| League as an illegal association. The 
League had not been proclaimed as an 


| illegal association because there was no 


evidence forthcoming that it was an 
association for the purpose of promoting 
an illegal object. But that was far from 
saying that there had not been illegal 
methods resorted to by members of the 
League and advocated by the League. 
He had by him there, and, if necessary, 
he could quote them, dozens of speeches 
7 Seventh Day. 
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delivered by different members of the 
Irish party, from the hon. Member for 
Cork downwards, in which, publicly, 
upon every platform, again and again 
boycotting was advocated. [Nationalist 
cheers.| He was glad that the hon. 
Member had the courage of his opinions, 
and did not shrink from the statements 
he had made. He had told men again 
and again that. because a man took land 
from which another man had __ been 
evicted, or because he took land which the 
League ‘said he ought not to take, 
nobody was to speak to him, nobody was 
to buy from him, nobody was to sell to 
him, and that he should be treated as a 
pariah and incur a fate almost worse 
than death, and be subjected to social 
ostracism and financial ruin. [National- 
ist cheers and cries of “ Hear, hear.”’] 
He was glad that he did not misrepresent 
hon. Members. By this means intimi- 
dation and tyranny were to be executed 
on this man. That was a crime. [An 
Hon. Memper: What is?]  Intimida- 
tion was a crime by English law, al- 
though it was not a crime according to 
the law of the League. The Govern- 
ment were bound to administer English 
law. [An IrisH Memper : What is intimi- 
dation ?]} The hon. Member wished 
to administer the law of the League 
and degrade juries into instruments for 
administering the law of the League, 
and that was the cause of the outery 
against what had_ been called “ jury 
packing.” [Hear, hear.] He was glad 
that there was no concealment by the 
hon. Member opposite, but it was a 
crime according to the law of the land to 
intimidate a man in such a way as to 
prevent him exercising his right to do 
what seemed to him the best thing if he 
kept within his legal rights. 

The hon. Member had been vehement 
in his denunciation of grabbers. What 
was a grabber? [Several Hon. Mem- 
BERS: Robbers.} A “ grabber” was a 
man who had a perfect right to the pro- 
tection of the law of this country, and the 
Government were bound to administer 
the law in such a ease. If this so-called 


grabber took a farm, the law of the! 


League, which was based on mean and 
cowardly tyranny, at once declared that 
the man had committed a sin. The 
Administration was bound, as long as 
the law prevailed, to protect that grabber 
from intimidation. 


Mr. Atkinson. 
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Mr. WILLIAM O’BRIEN : But not to 
force the public into a shop. 


Mr. ATKINSON said he would deal 
with that presently. In the meantime 
he wished to eall attention to another 
well-known judgment by the late Lord 
Bramwell, who said that “liberty of 
thought and mind is the privilege of 
every Englishman, but still if any two 
or more men agree among themselves 
to coerce that liberty of thought and 
mind by constraint, they would be 
guilty of an offence.” [An Hon. Mew- 
BER on the Irish benches: What about 
the pro-Boers ?] The hon. Member had 
asked why should we force the public into 
ashop. He was perfectly correct in say- 
ing that any man in the community 
had an absolute right to go into another 
man’s shop or to stay out of it, but no 
man had a right to counsel and procure 
a number of men to league themselves 
together for the purposes of ruining a 
particular tradesman by abstaining from 
entering his shop. That was a distine- 
tion which had been laid down again 
and again by judge after judge, but it 
was a distinction which hon. Members 
from Ireland opposite ignored, because 
they knew that if they observed it, it 
would paralyse their combination. [An 
Hon. Member from the Irish benches: 
You do it on the other side.j He would 
show that that was an ignorant and 
absurd contention. ‘Take the well-known 
historic case. Every person _ that 
went to a theatre could applaud whom 
he pleased when he was pleased. and he 
could hiss when displeased; but the 
Duke of Brunswick many years ago had 
a verdict returned against him because 
he banded together a number of persons 
to go to a theatre for the purpose of 
injuring a particular actor by hissing him 
off the stage. [An Hon. Member on the 
Irish benches: What about the Great 
Mogul ease ?] 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! | 
must appeal to hon. Members to extend 
more courtesy to the right hon. Gentle- 
man. 

Mr. ATKINSON said he was quite 
familiar with the Great Mogul case 
against Macgregor, in which it was 
rightly held that traders in pursuit ol! 
their own interests might combine to pro 
mote that interest, although incidentally 


the King’s Speech. 


‘in the promotion of it they injured 
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the interests of other people. That was 
quite true, but it was equally true that 
the Great Mogul case laid it down that 
when people combined together, not 


trading interests, but for the purpose of 
injuring the property of some individual 
who was obnoxious to them, that was a 
crime. It was an idle pretence to take 
shelter behind such a contention, and 
he was astonished that hon. Gentle- 
men, who claimed for themselves such 
outspoken courage, were not ashamed 
in that House to do so, for they were not 
traders. The course they had pursued 
was that they had told the people of 
Ireland that the man who took an evicted 
farm was their enemy, that he deserved 
no quarter, no justice, no fair play— 
[Cries from the Irish benches of ‘ Oh, 
oh!” and ** No! ’|—that nobody was to 
speak to him, that nobody was to work 
for him, that nobody was to buy his 
beasts at a fair, and that they were to 
inflict upon him social ostracism and 
financial ruin. That was not fair. It 
was punishing a man because he did not 
agree with their views, because he would 
not forward their organisation, and 
because he would not obey their law, 
which was not the law of the country 
in which he lived. It had been said 
again and again that the League was 
like a trade union ; but there was a wide 
difference. Trade unions were formerly 
illegal, that is, it was illegal for workmen 
to combine together, because it was said 
they formed a conspiracy in restraint of 
trade. The old law was abolished, and 
trade unions could now refuse to work 
for any man, they could combine not to 
work for anyone, they could support 
each other in this refusal to work, but 
they could not intimidate. [An IRIsH 
Member : Picketing!] This very ques- 
tion of picketing came up in the case of 
Lyons vy. Wilkins. The union — had 
picketed the hands in a particular em- 


‘ployment, not for the bona fide pur- 


pose of obtaining information, but for 
the purpose of inducing them to leave 
their employment. Here was what Lord 
Justice Lindley said— 

_ “Strikes and trade unions, which were 
formerly considered illegal, have now been 
legalised—at all events, so far as the doctrines 
as to restraint of trade are concerned—and a 
‘trike can be conducted up to a certain point 
With perfect legality. That is to say, persons 
tan not only decline individually to work for 
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a master except upon terms which the work- 
men desire, but they can combine to do that. 
They can combine to leave him; they can 
strike unless he will raise the wages up to 
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| what they desire, and trade unions, which 
for the purpose of promoting their own | em e I 

—. I 3s | and declining te work, and which assist them 
| in supporting themselves during the strike, 


assist them in withdrawing their own labour 


can legally do so. Now, Parliament 
has not yet conferred upon trade unions the 
power to coerce people, and to prevent them 
from working for whomsoever they like, upon 
any terms they like; and yet in the absence 
of such a power it is obvious a strike may not 
be effective and may not answer the purpose. 
Some strikes are perfectly effective by virtue 
of the strike, and other strikes are not effective 
unless the next step can be taken, and unless 
other people can be prevented from taking the 
place of the strikers. That is the pinch of the 
case in trade disputes ; and until Parliament 
confers on trade unions the power of saying to 
other people, ‘You shall not work for those 
who are desirous of employing you upon such 
terms as you may mutually agree upon,’ trade 
unions exceed their power when they try to 
compel people not to work except on the terms 
fixed by the unions. I need hardly say that up 
to the present moment no such power as that 
exists. By the law of this country no one has 
ever, and noset of people have ever had that right 
or that power. . . . Trade unions have 
now been recognised, up to a certain point, as 
organs for good. They are the only means by 
which workmen can protect themselves from 
tyranny on the part of those who employ 
them ; but the moment that trade unions be- 
come tyrants, in their turn they are engines 
for evil; they have no right to prevent any 
man from working on such terms as he chooses. 
we One cannot say, as an abstract pro- 
position, that all picketing is unlawful, be- 
cause if all that is done is attending at or near 
a house in order merely to obtain or com- 
municate information, that is lawful. But it 
is easy to see how, under colour of so attending, 
a great deal may be done which is absolutely 
illegal. It would be wrong to post people 
about a place of business or a house under 
pretence of merely obtaining or communicating 
information, if the object and effect were to 
compel the person so picketed not to do that 
which he has a perfect right to do; and it is 
because this proviso is often abused and used 
for an illegal purpose that such disputes as 
these very often arise.” 


What became of the pretence that, when 
a wretched man came before the Land 
League and knew that unless he obeyed 
the behests of the League he would be 
boycotted, that was not worse than 
picketing? There was no analogy, as 
the hon. Member for Cork suggests, 
between trade unions and the League 
which he has inaugurated and promoted. 
And for this simple reason, that the 
League acts by intimidation, and the 
trade unions cannot act by intimidation. 
The exhortation had been delivered 
many times by the League over the 


2P2 Seventh Day 
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country that if turbulence was main- 
tained the Government must yield. 
Happily the advice had not been gene- 
rally taken, although there had been 
some slight increase of crime since the 
League was inaugurated. 

Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN: Where ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: All over Ireland. 
He had not time to give the particulars, 
but it was crime almost entirely consist- 
ing of sending threatening letters, of 
boycotting, and intimidation. When the 
hon. Gentleman said that the League 
was crimeless he stated what was in- 
accurate. The hon. Member for Cork 
had drawn a picture of Ireland which, 
if true, would indicate that Ireland was 
in a parlous case; because, according 
to him, the forces of the Crown were 
unconstitutionally employed, justice 
was perverted, prosecutions were in- 
stituted without justification, and the 
most grinding and cruel tyranny 
which existed anywhere prevailed in 
Ireland. And the hon. Member said 
that, notwithstanding all that, Ireland 
was in a state of peace, although he 
wondered it was so. There was no re- 
straint of free speech for hon. Members 
in that House, and they said the same 
things in Ireland, so that it was prepos- 
terous to talk of their being muzzled. 
He defied any hon. Member to point to 
any prosecutions for sedition except one, 
or to any prosecutions for anything but 
conspiracy to tyrannise and intimidate. 
He did not understand what right the 
hon. Gentleman had to arrogate to him- 
self the right, because some individual 
made himself objectionable to him, to 
make a public speech. and to instigate 
the persons to whom he spoke to inflict 
upon that man temporal loss and perhaps 
temporal ruin. He had no right to do 
so. It was an arrogant assumption on 
his part, and if he resorted to it he 
offended the law and must be brought to 
book by the law. He defied the hon. 
Gentleman to point to a single case 
during the time he had had the honour 
to hold a law office under the Crown in 
Ireland where a man had been prose- 
cuted except for intimidating or boy- 
cotting. Men from time to time had, of 
course, been prosecuted, but only for 
those offences; but it was impossible 
for him at the present time to go into 
details. The hon. Member complained 


Mr. Atkinson. 
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that there was no right of free speech in 
Ireland, but he thought if Members 
could make the same speeches in Ireland 
which they made in that House it was 
absurd to make such an allegation. We 
were also told there was no right of publie 
meeting in Ireland. Out of 600 meetings 
only twenty-three had been interfered 
with. 

Before passing away from the cases 
which the hon. Gentleman dealt with- 
he could not deal with them all and 
therefore he would refer to one. The 
hon. Member for Cork referred to the case 
of Sullivan. He was tried and acquitted. 
That case was made the subject of a 
debate in the previous year, and he 
really did not see why reference had 
been made again to the subject. He was 
tried and acquitted. 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN said he 
was acquitted by a packed jury and was 
really convicted by eleven out of twelve, 
if the jury had been a free jury. 

Mr. ATKINSON said that was not 
true. He-could not say how his friend 
professed to know the decision at which 
the jury arrived, he himself did not 
know it, and the hon. Gentleman, at all 
events, ought not to know it. How- 
ever, Sullivan was tried and acquitted. 
He would have a word to say with regard 
to the jury a little later on. The hon. 
Member for Cork had referred to Lord 
O’Brien, but Lord O’Brien’s charge 
ought to be taken in its entirety, and 
if one half of his charge was quoted as 
being favourable to the League, he would 
be quite justified in referring to the 
other half. What was the charge! A 
wretched creature took a rood of land 
and held it for two years; the former 
tenant of the land thought he would 
like to get it back, and this wretched 
creature refused. He was summoned 
before the Lixnaw branch of _ the 
United Irish League, to which the 
complaint had been made that he 
refused to give up the land. Who! 
made the complaint? [An Irisn Mev- 
BER: The man who had been evicted.] 
He refused to give up this wretched 
rood of ground, but he offered £2 to 
the other man; that was not satisfactory, 
and a proclamation was issued. He 
spoke from memory, and he believed the 
name of the man was Scanlan. A res0- 
lution was passed that, as John Scanlan 
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persisted in holding the plot of land in 
defiance of the wishes of the League, they 
called upon the people to mark their 
disapprobation in every constitutional 
way, and, if his memory did not deceive 
him, Scanlan was shortly afterwards 
found murdered on the high road. Lord 


O’Brien had said that the men in that,” . 
' this country ? 


ease were perfectly rightly convicted. 
The only other case he would refer to 
was the case of the hon. Member for 
North Leitrim. That was also a pending 
ease, and he had the greatest reluctance 
to indulge in any discussion at all upon 
the merits. He would just state what 
the crime was. A certain case was tried 
at Sligo and two men were convicted. 
A number of the jurors were set aside 
by the Crown when the jury was being 
sworn. Twenty-two men were set aside, 
and it subsequently turned out that 
seventeen out of the twenty-two 
were members of the League, and 
the two men who were tried were also 
members of the League, and ob- 
jection had been made by the gentlemen 
representing the Crown, when the jury 
were being sworn, that it was undesirable 


that members of the League should 
serve upon the jury. 

Now, the hon. Member for North 
Leitrim, according to the hon. Member 


for Cork, was charged with seditious libel 
merely for denouncing what he called the 
system of jury packing. [The right 
hon. Gentleman then read from the 
indictment in the case passages of the 


article charged as a_ seditious libel. ] 
The right hon. Gentleman said he 
would make no comment upon that 


further than that it was what the hon. 
Member for Cork described as a 
moderate and temperate attack. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion) asked whether there was 
anything in the article which would be 
called a crime in England. 

Mr. ATKINSON replied that he had 
already stated that he did not propose to 
discuss the case, but he would be sur- 
prised if an article of that kind on the ad- 
ministration of justice were not treated 
asacrime in England. He did not know 
whether hon. Members suggested that 
there should be no such thing on 
behalf of the Crown as conditional jury- 
men, that the Crown should not have 
power to set aside men. 
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practice which had existed in both Eng 
land and Ireland for 500 years. [Cries of 
“No” and “It has never been exer- 
cised.”] It had been exercised. 
An Hon. Member : Where and when ? 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND: How long 


is it since the practice was exercised in 


Mr. ATKINSON: The last case I am 
able to find is nine years ago. In 1876 
in an Irish Act of Parliament this special 
right was preserved. I understand 
nobody has ever contended that this right 
could be dispensed with. It is the duty 
of the Crown solicitor to set aside a man 
when he has reason to believe that that 
man will not act fairly. This is a charge 
which has been made against every 
Government. I remember how the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for the 
Montrose Burghs was placarded through 
the streets of Dublin as the murderer of a 
man named Twist because under his rule 
twenty men were set aside at the trial of 
an almost professional assassin. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): 


was innocent of the crime. 


The man 


Mr. ATKINSON: We are acting 
under a circular put out by the right 
hon. Gentleman. 


*Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): Will 
the right hon. and learned Gentleman 
read that circular ? 

Mr. ATKINSON (after looking 
through his despatch-box) : The circular 
expressly directs that no one is to be set 
aside—[Loud cries of “ Read the circu- 
lar.”|—on account of his politics or re- 
ligion ; and no man has been set aside. 

AN Hon. Memper : It is a damned lie. 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! If I 
knew who the Member was who used 
that expression I should take very severe 
measures towards him. 

Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast: 
S.): It was Mr. Bryn Roberts. [Inter- 
ruption. | 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: Will you 
please name the ruffian who said that ? 
{Loud Nationalist cheers. } 

*Mr, SPEAKER: Order, order! Both 
hon. Members are to blame—the hon. 
Member for South Belfast, who, under a 
mistake, imputed offensive words to an 
hon. Gentleman who did not use them, 
Seventh Day. 
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and the hon. Member for the Eifion in Ireland, to a certain extent between 
Division, who, instead of appealing to|two races, and to a smaller extent 
me to call upon that hon. Member to| between two creeds, having no regard 
withdraw, took upon himself to use a| whatever for religion or politics, it yet 
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violent expression. Both hon. Gentle- 
men are to blame, and I hope the inci- 
dent is now at an end. 

Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON : I beg to 
apologise for having mentioned the name 
of Mr. Bryn Roberts. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS : I beg to with- 
draw the expression I used. 

Mr. ATKINSON said that no man 
had been set aside from acting on a jury 
on account of his religion. The hon. 
Member for North Cork, speaking with 


reference to the Cadogan case, asserted | 


that the jurymen were set aside because 
they were Roman Catholics. That was a 


slander repeated day by day against the | 


Crown. ‘The officers of the Crown made 
no inquiry as to the religion of the men 
who served on juries; but, seeing the 
allegations, he caused inquiry to be made 
in Cadogan’s case, with the result that 
he found that six of the men on the jury 
were Roman Catholics and six Protes- 
tants. The prisoner, moreover, challenged 
five Roman Catholic gentlemen of Cork 
as unfit to serve on the jury. 

A NATIONALIST Member: At the first 
trial, at which Justice Kennedy presided, 
there was not a single Catholic on the 
jury, and every man who was challenged 
was a Catholic. 

Mr. ATKINSON said he had not 
time to deal with the other matters 
which had been referred to; he would 


simply conclude by repeating that no} 


man was set aside because of his reli- 
gious or political faith, but in some cases 
where such issues were involved men 
who were strong partisans on either side 
were excluded from the jury. 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) congratulated the Attorney 
General on having given precisely the 
same answer as on previous occasions, 
and therefore his reply also would be 
practically the same. What were the 
admitted facts? In county Sligo 
there were 90,000 Catholics and 7,000 
Protestants, and the right hon. Gentle- 
man had the Parliamentary courage 
to declare that when a case came 


to be tried dealing with the great and 
permanent struggle between two classes 
Mr. Speaker. 


| had come about that every one of the 
twelve men in the jury box was taken 
from the 7,000 men of one creed, class, 
and political party. In county Cork 
| the disparity between the two creeds 
was not quite so great, the figures being 
390,000 Catholics and 35,000 Protestants, 
and here the right hon. Gentleman was 
able to give a case in which the jury 
consisted of six of one religion and six of 
the other, but he was not able to answer 
the statement or deny the fact that 
| sixty-three men were ordered to stand by, 
| every one of whom was a member ef the 
| Catholic majority. The right hon. Gen- 
| tleman had apparently devised a system 
which infallibly, in a population in which 
the proportions of the two creeds were 
90,000 against 7,000, brought out, purely 
by accident or coincidence, without any 
regard to religious or political con- 
victions, twelve men of the faith and 
party represented by the minority of 
the population. If he could only devise 
a system which would have similar 
results in bringing out the winning 
numbers at Monte Carlo, there was not 
a newspaper in the country that would 
not give him the largest existing salary 
as the most successful tipster in the world. 
But was it not arguing a deeper depth 
of ignorance than even he (the speaker) 
could honestly attribute to the House 
of Commons that the right hon. Gentle- 
man had the courage to say that a jury 
of such a character was not deliberately 
constituted with a view to packing the 
jury box with members of one religious 
creed and class and political party, so 
that the dice might be loaded and a ver- 
dict favourable to the Crown secured ? 





| Since the opening of Parliament atten- 
'tion had been called to the Declaration 
| which the Sovereign had to take. He 
ras rather surprised that His Majestys 
advisers had not felt it within their 
competence and power to advise the 
King not to repeat a form of Declaration 
which probably had gone out of use 
| by mere lapse of time, and the words of 
which were offensive to millions of the 
subjects over whom he was called to 
reign. Butif the Attorney General was 
justified in these proceedings in 
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Ireland, it was just the kind of Declara- 
tion the Sovereign of these realms 
ought to make. If it was true that a 
Catholic could not be trusted on his oath 
to give a true verdict in the jury-box, 
it was right that the Sovereign in the 
most solemn manner and at the first 
opportunity should denounce the re- 
ligion which brought up its devotees 
to disregard the most solemn of oaths 
and the most sacred of duties. If the 
Government, however, wished to use 
the methods of autocracy in Ireland, let 
them do so openly, and not, under consti- 
tutional forms, endeavour by despotic 
methods to turn trial by jury into 
a farce and a falsehood. 

He was glad the Attorney General 
had recognised the issue at stake. That 
issue was the United Irish League, 
and its methods and forms of com- 
bination. It was necessary for him to 
defend the aims and objects of that organ- 
isation, especially after the remarkable 
speech of the Chief Secretary for Ireland 
on the previous evening, which, in his 
opinion, was a very long step towards a 
system of compulsory purchase, and, 
coming from the Treasury Bench, would 
mark an epoch in the Irish land struggle. 
In a most striking passage in that speech 
the Chief Secretary objected to com- 
pulsory purchase because it would 
“freeze Ireland, and gave a description 
of the 123,000 peasants with holdings 
of under £4 valuation and £3 average 
rental, or, as the right hon. Gentleman 
graphically put it, 14d. a week, 2d. a 
day. ‘‘ This,” said the Chief Secretary, 
“is a part of the question which must 
not be lost sight of.” Had the right hon. 
Gentleman been asleep during the last 
few months ? 
part of the question that the United 
Irish League had not lost sight of. It 
was that very fact and factor of the land 
question that gave birth to the League. 
That organisation sprang to life in 
county Mayo, one of the counties in which 
this horrible system of miserable wretched 
patches of land obtained. It was the fact 
of these squalid patches of holdings ex- 
isting side by side with splendid fertile 
lands, which for miles were unbroken by 
a single human face or habitation—it 


was the co-existence and juxtaposition 
of these two things that gave birth to 
the United Irish League, and the very 
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| they 
|Chief Secretary for Ireland had found 
‘the members of the United Irish League 
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first plank in its platform was to bring 
about a state of feeling in Ireland and 
the House of Commons which would 
remedy that admitted evil by enlarging 


‘the small holdings and giving back to 


tillage and to man the land now given 
to sheep and oxen. He therefore claimed 
the Chief Secretary for Ireland, not as 
the first, but as one of the many illus- 
trious converts which the United Irish 
League had already made. He claimed 
as another convert the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s predecessor in office, the present 
President of the Board of Trade, one 
of whose acts in office was the purchase 
of the Dillon Estate. That was an 


admirable act, and would be remembered 


to the honour of the right hon. Gentle- 


/man when other portions of his tenure 


of office were covered with blessed and 
kindly oblivion. What was the object 
of that purchase? It was to do exactly 
that which the present Chief Secretary 
rightly said was one of the necessities 
of the land question, namely, to enlarge 
the small and squalid holdings which 
existed in that part of the country. 
The Dillon Estate was purchased for 
the purpose of enlarging the small and 
squalid holdings in that part of the 
country, and that was one of the very 
first fruits reaped by the people of Mayo 
from the agitation of his hon. friend. 
No doubt this point would receive the 
usual official answer, and the right hon. 
Gentleman would no doubt try to prove 
by some method of arithmetic that there 
was no connection whatever between the 
purchase of the Dillon Estate and the 
existence of the United Irish League. 
The right hon. Gentleman might be 
able to convince this House, but all 
the arguments and official facts which 
he could bring forward would not con- 
vince the people of Mayo, who believed 
that the purchase of the Dillon Estate was 


ithe result of the action of the United 
| Trish 


League. He therefore claimed 
the present Chief Secretary for Ireland 


'and the late Chief Secretary as devotees 


and worshippers of the United Irish 
League. He might very appropriately 


quote the famous gibe of Mr. Disraeli 


to Mr. Peel when he adopted Free Trade, 
that while his friends were out bathing 
had stolen their clothes. The 


Seventh Day. 
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bathing, and he had stolen their clothes. 
He did not need to defend the legality of 
the United Irish League. The right 
hon. Gentleman’s action had placed 


him in an extraordinary position. He 
got up prepared to defend the ethics, the | claimed in Ireland, was to 
legality, and the beneficence of the 
United Irish League against the attacks 
of the Government, who described the 
members of the League as marauders 
and robbers, and in the midst of his 
observations the Chief Secretary de- 
clared that the only fault he had to find 
was that the League had stolen his thun- 
der and that they were actually more 


loyal than the King. 

THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror LRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): I would 
remind the hon. Member that although 
our objects may be identical, yet the 
methods employed for achieving them 
may be diametrically opposite. 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR said he might 
be allowed to say that the right hon. 


Gentleman’s interruption did not strike 


him as being altogether relevant to the 
point, because the point he was making 
was the ends and not the means. — [Minis- 
terial laughter.} He intended to deal 
with the means presently. He did not 
mean to shirk anything. He accepted 


to the full the challenge of the Attorney, 


General, and he would defend both the 
methods and the means. It was not 
necessary for him to defend the legality 
of the League, because the Attorney 
General had admitted its legality. If the 
methods adopted by the League were 
illegil, why was it not proclaimed? If 
they were not legal, why was the League 
not prosecuted? The fact was that its 
legality was admitted. With regard to 
the means, he asked the attention of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite while he explained to 
them the historical and economic condi- 
tions which had produced such a form of 
combination in Ireland as the United 
Irish League. There was not anything 
in the combination of the League in 
Ireland which had not been gone through 
in England as well in the shape of com- 
bination. He challenged the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman’s history with regard 
to trade unionism in England. Lord 
Justice Lindley said that trade unionists 
were not empowered by Parliament to 
use force for the purpose of getting 
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| working. Parliament would never con- 
fer that power upon trade unionism, 
and no trade unionists would ask for 
‘that power. What they did claim as 
trade unionists, and what the League 
use every 
method of argument, of persuasion, of 
approval, and of disapproval, to induce 
men either to work or not to work, on the 
ground that their action was not for the 
common good of the whole people. The 
right hon. and learned Gentleman did not 
seem to be aware even of the events of his 
own days. Some years ago the dockers 
struck for an increase of wages, and they 
got much sympathy, not only from 
Members sitting on the Opposition side 
of the House, but also from many of the 
hon. Gentlemen opposite. What did the 
hon. Member for Battersea do! He not 
only asked the dockers of London to 
abstain from work, but he went down to 
the docks whenever he heard that 
“ blacklegs’’ were coming from Hull, 
Liverpool, or Glasgow, and he begged, 
persuaded, and appealed to them not, 
for their own petty interests, to break 
down the great struggle for the right of 
the men to receive better wages, and to 
maintain a better standard of living. 
Was he prosecuted? Did the Attorney 
General come down and declare that he 
was guilty of intimidation, violence, and 
coercion? Was the hon. Member for 
Battersea tried at the Old Bailey by a 
jury of shipowners? Was he tried by 
a jury of dock shareholders ? No, he was 
allowed to go down there, his liberty was 
not assailed, and to-day he was one of the 
most honoured, and justly honoured, 
Members of that assembly, and the part 
he played in the strike was one of the best 
things he ever did in his career. At the 
beginning ot this century, four or five 
compositors were sent to gaol because 
they formed a union to increase wages. 
In the year 1834 seven agricultural 
labourers were sent beyond the seas 
because they wished to form an agri 
cultural union in every countyin England. 
To-day, in Ireland, they were fighting 
against prosecutions with packed juries 
|and magistrates dependent upon the 
| Executive for their appointment, their 
promotion, their pensions, and even for 
the food they ate, and all this which they 
were now passing through in Ireland 
was passed through in England half a 





others to work or to dissuade them from | century ago. 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 
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In Ireland they were now fighting for 
the rights which Englishmen gained half 
acentury ago. The United Irish League 
said that a “‘ grabber ’’ was an enemy of 
the tenantry of Ireland, and of the people 
of Ireland; and they put a “ grabber ”’ 
in Ireland in exactly the same category 
as the trade unionists of England put 
the ‘“nobstick” or the “ blackleg.’’ 
One of the real secrets of the virulence of 
the land question, of the famine, and of 
many of the evils in Ireland during the 
first half of the nineteenth century, was 
the insane and mad competition between 
tenant and tenant for the possession of 
land. He could not blame the tenant. 
In Ireland they had not the same indus- 
tries as they had in England or Scotland. 
With the exception of a portion of the 
north of Ireland they had _ practically 
only one industry and one kind of employ- 
ment for the people. All around them 
was uncertainty and shifting sand. The 
land was the one solid and substantial 
thing in Ireland to which everybody 
clung, and for which everybody longed. 
It was exactly as if they had a ship- 
wrecked vessel with four hundred or 
five hundred passengers all swimming 
about in mid ocean, with only some 
thirty or forty small logs of wood to cling 
to. They stood between destruction and 
death. In the first half of the last cen- 
tury life in Ireland was poisoned by the 
frenzied desire ot the people to get the 
land at any price. Mr. Mill in his book 
gave an instance in which the competition 
for a farm worth £50 a year rose to such 
an extent that a bidder was declared the 
tenant at £450 a year ; that was to say at 
£400 a year more than the land could 
possibly bear. Under these cireum- 
stances the industry of the tenant could 
benefit no one but the landlord. Now, 
the landgrabber was the shopkeeper and 
the gombeen man. They heard a great 
deal about intimidation. If the Attorney 
General could prove that the United 
Irish League had led to crime he would 
have nothing further to say. But he 
held that the League had been proved to 
be a crimeless organisation, and that the 
only intimidation which it employed was 
the rule of every trade union. He was 
surprised at the right hon. Gentleman’s 
vehemence against trade unions, for of all 
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the trade unions in the country there | 
was not one that had a severer code of | bound to rise at this period of the debate 
professional etiquette than that to which | and after the speech to which the House 
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the right hon. Gentleman, as a member 
of the Bar, himself belonged. The right 
hon. Gentleman had no fear of the legal 
landgrabber, because he knew perfectly 
well that the professional body of which 
he was a member would soon deal with 
that individual, and see that the right hon. 
Gentleman got the number of guineas on 
his brief which the league of the lawyers 
imposed. Then there was the medical 
profession. What trade unions had 
severer codes than the legal and medical 
professions! The right hon. Gentleman 
the First Lord of the Treasury the pre- 
vious evening was courageous enough to 
speak of Ireland as being in a prosperous 
condition, and one of the reasons he gave 
was that the country had the same 
population now as at the beginning of the 
century. The contention of the Irish 
representatives was that there was 
scarcely a field in Ireland that did not 
contain a living tomb in the shape of an 
evicted household, that did not speak of 
a sad and hideous domestic crisis ; and 
they believed that in the United Irish 
League they had found a means, not only 
of saving the individual farmer, but of 
saving the nation from the ruin with 
which it was threatened. 

He had one word to say in conclusion to 
the Chief Secretary. He had never said. 
and never should say, one word against 
him personally ; he hoped to fight him 
politically, and politically only. He 
thought the position of the Chief Secre- 
tary was difficult, almost pathetic. He 
had in his veins the blood of one of the 
martyrs for Irish liberty, and he could 
not imagine for him a more glorious 
destiny than that he should complete the 
work which his ancestor began, to make 
Ireland free. But whatever his future 
might be, the United Irish League was 
too powerful now to be destroyed. Every 
blow he delivered at it would not weaken 
it, but strengthen it. Already it had 
won victories which entitled it to the 
gratitude of Irishmen. Those benches 
were proof of the fact that the Irish party 
were united, for the first time in ten 
years, in the bonds of discipline and 
loyalty one to the other. What brought 


them together? The United Irish 
League. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Mr. Speaker, I feel 


Seventh Day. 





957 Adress in Answer to 


has just listened. But I must not be 
carried away by the rhetorical appeal 
which the hon. Member made. He gave 
a reason, with which everybody must be 
familiar by now, for expecting that I 
should at any rate do my best for Ireland 
while I occupy the position of Chief Secre- 
tary. But in my opinion the best thing 
that any Chief Secretary can do for 
Ireland is to keep a cool head and look at 
the problems which are presented to him 
with as much calmattention as he cancom- 
mand. What we are asked to look at to- 
night is mainly the United Lrish League, 
its nature, its objects, and the methods 
it adopts to achieve those objects. I hope 
I shall be able to distinguish between the 
value of some of the objects which the 
League pursues and some of the methods 
which. in my opinion, should be repre- 
hended and contemned by this House, 
and, when they are illegal, prosecuted by 
the law officers of the Crown. 

We are debating to-night an Amend- 
ment to the Address in the body of 
which there are many stings, but the 


point of which is in the last paragraph | 


—whereas the United Irish League 
desires to effect certain objects, and, 
whereas the nefarious proceedings of 
the Government interfere with the 
means adopted by the League to achieve 
these objects, therefore—and here we 
come to the point—we ask His Majesty's 
Government to extend the legislative 
protection of the Trade Union Act to 
all agricultural combinations in Ireland. 
That really is the Amendment before 
the House. The proposition that we 
should extend the Trade Union Act to 

agricultural combinations in Ireland 
Ww rould not alarm me if it were practicable 
to regard the small farmers as in any 
sense either workmen or masters. But 
I very much doubt whether hon. Members 
if they had read the Trade Union Act 
would have moved this Amendment at all. 
There are two Acts—the Act of 1871 
and the Act of 1875, which is described 
as the charter of the British artisan’s 
liberty. What do they provide? In 
the first place, that any combination of 
seven persons who agree together to 
become a trade union are to be regis- 
tered, to keep accounts, to furnish those 
accounts to a public office, and to be re- 
sponsible for certain acts. For that 
guarantee certain liberties are conceded 
—namely, that they can combine for | 


Mr. Wyndham 
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action in restraint of trade, which other- 
wise under ancient law would have been 
held to be a criminal conspiracy. But 
that liberty does not go as far as hon. 
Members opposite seem to imagine. It 
is hedged in and safeguarded at every 
point. In this Act of 1875 I would ask 
hon. Members to consider Section 7. By 
that section every person who endeavours 
by certain means to compel any other 
person to abstain from doing or to do 
any act which he has a legal right to do 
or abstain from doing, is liable under 
this Act, which hon. Members ask us to 
apply to agricultural combinations in 
Ireland, either to pay a penalty not 
exceeding £20 or to imprisonment for a 
term not exceeding three months, with 
or without hard labour. If the Govern- 
ment frankly adopted the Amendment 
of the hon. Member—supposing the 
practical difficulty as to the definition 
of what workman and master mean 
could be easily overcome—we should be 
denounced for having introduced a 
Coercion Act of a much more subtle and 
far-reaching character than any that 
has yet been passed by this House. The 
practical objection to accepting this 
Amendment is that the demand made 
upon Parliamentary time in order to 


overcome the opposition of every single 


Irish Nationalist Member to such a 
proceeding would be too great in a 
session when the programme is already 
very much in arrear. That is not an 
exaggerated statement of these Acts. 
Now I come to what I called the sting 
in the body of the Amendment — 
the charges that are made against the 
Government. The hon. Member for 
the City of Cork has asked me a very 
frank question. I hope I shall be equally 
frank in my reply. I identify myself 
wholly with the policy pursued by the 
present Viceroy, Lord Cadogan. I can- 
not make it too clear that it has been, 
and it is, the policy of the Irish Govern- 
ment to give protection to every man 
who is entitled to protection from the 
law. And what are some of these charges 
against us? They are that meetings 
have been capriciously suppressed. Some 
of the meetings which have been 
referred to took place before I was Chiet 
Secretary, but I hold that every one of 
them was properly suppressed. Hon. 
Members are not to suppose that the 
Government is interfering capriciously 
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with meetings here, there, and every- 
where. The figures given by the 
Attorney General were below the mark. 
Since the United Irish League was 
started there have been 879 meetings, 
and twenty-eight have been prevented. 
Since I became Chief Secretary there 
have been ninety-nine meetings, and 
five have been prevented. I defend 
every one of those actions. The meeting 
at Armagh was proclaimed by the local 
magistrates because they knew it would 
result in a collision between Catholics 
and Orangemen at the place fixed for it. 
And they were perfectly right. It 
would have resulted in a collision ; and 
they behaved precisely as any magistrate 
would have behaved in this country, or 
in France, or in any other country in 
Europe. They said the meeting was 
not to be held where it would excite a 


riot ; but of course they allowed persons 


to gather together beyond the limits 
where such a regrettable result was to be 
anticipated. That is the whole story. I 
assure hon. Members who are not fami- 
liar with this topic, once so well known 
in this House, that that is what has 
always been done. The comment. in- 
variably is that the Government has 
been outwitted and that a triumphant 
meeting has been held. It is not the 
object of the Government to prevent 
meetings and free speech in Ireland. 
It is the object of the Government 
to prevent unlawful assemblies from 
taking place. Hon. Members will remem- 
ber when another Government had to 
stop a meeting of trade unionists, and, 
an inquiry being held, it was found that 
the Government were right in stopping 
the meeting, that the soldiers were 
right also in firing on the mob, and that 
the Government, the magistrates, the 


ofticers, the soldiers, and the police had , 


only done their duty. I will not elabo- 
rate that point now, but I will on another 
occasion—and I am sure hon. Members 
from Ireland will give me many occa- 
sions—defend, if need be, every single 
action of the Executive in respect to 
these points. Let me tell the House 
that in respect of one of these meetings 
—the meeting at Achonry—the com- 
ment of anthorities whom hon. Members 
opposite would respect has been entirely 
upon the side of the Government. That 
was a meeting which we prevented—we 
did not proclaim it. There was a farm 
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there which had been boycotted, and 
the tenant had been intimidated. He 
was injured and was entitled to pro- 
tection. When a large crowd, with a 
band and banners, marched in a threaten- 
ing manner towards this man’s farm, 
the police interposed and stopped them. 
The Bishop of Achonry, speaking on 
the subject within a few days, stated 
that the people had acted in a very 
foolish and wrong manner, and gave a 
“ wigging ” to those who had instigated 
them. So that the action of the Govern- 
ment is, at any rate, not universally 
condemned in Ireland. 

{ think the Atternev General has 
dealt, and dealt well with all the legal 
points which have been advanced as to 
jury-packing. If we are to be accused, 
we stand where Lord Spencer and Mr. 
Morley stood. Their words are known, 
and must be known, to the world and 
to any persons who administer the law 
of Ireland. It is necessary for those 
whose duty it is to see that justice is 
done to seethat justice is not perverted. 
Let me come to the United Irish League 
and its objects, because I am afraid | 
must correct a part of the speech of the 
hon. Member for the Scotland Division ot 
Liverpool. ‘The first object stated here 
is the establishment of a peasant pro- 
prietary in Ireland. There is no mention 
of compulsion in this Amendment, so 


‘mild and reasonable are the objects of 


the League. So far I agree with the hon. 
Member, that the objects of the Govern- 
ment and of the League, ‘as stated in 
this Amendment, are identical. We hope 
to have peasant ownership in Ireland, 
and the Government have put into 
the King’s Speech an announcement to 
that effect. It is urged that the pace is 
too slow and the course is too heavy. 
The policy of the Government is to 
accelerate the one and to lighten the 
other. If we are to indulge in charges 
of plagiarism, I say in this case it is the 
League which has plagiarised the policy 
of the Government. After all, the 
League can claim to be only three 
years old, whereas the Conservative 
party has advocated this policy in effect 
for fifty years, and practically for twenty- 
one years. The next object of the- 
League, as stated in this Amendment, 
is that extensive tracts in the West of 
Ireland should be used in order to relieve 
congestion. Let us examine that. My 
Seventh Day. 
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right hon. friend the Leader of the 
House nine years ago passed an Act 
which contained a provision that the 
Congested Districts Board was to pur- 
chase property in the congested districts 
in order that there should be migration. 
So again the League is plagiarising the 
policy of their Tory tyrants. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): You had 
better join the League. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: My suggestion is 
that the League should join the Govern- 
ment, and I will state why. If we are 
both to hoe the same patch we had 
better take the drills in the same direc- 
tion and not at right angles. The hon. 
Gentleman has stated that the action of 
the League instigated the Congested 
Districts Board to buy the Dillon estate. 
I say it is not so. I say to the House 
and the country that the action of the 
League has retarded and is retarding the 
action of the Congested Districts Board. 

Mr. WILLIAM O’BRIEN: Would the 
right hon. Gentleman allow me to say that 
the first estate that was purchased in 
the west of Ireland by the Congested 
Districts Board was the Clare Island 
estate. Is it not a fact that that estate 
was purchased at my request and on the 
joint guarantee of the Archbishop of 
Tuam and myself for the rent for seven 
years ? 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
deserves credit if he had any part in the 
purchase of Clare Island, but that estate 
was purchased three years before the 
United Irish League was started. If 
we were all agreed to pursue these objects 
by the same methods it would be a 
consummation most devoutly to be de- 
sired, but the Congested Districts Board 
never did, and never will as long as ] am 
president of it, buy one acre or rood of 
land off which any man has been driven 
by illegality or even by illegitimate 
pressure. 

This problem is not insoluble. Pro- 
blems as difficult are solved every day by 
the simple process of paying a proper 
price for the thing desired, and if we 
devote our attention to what we con- 
sider beneficent public objects in Ireland 
the bone of contention between hon. 
Members on this side and the other will 
be removed. Does this Amendment 
mean that the Irish Nationalist party 

Mr. Wyndham. 
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have made up their minds to pursue a 
constitutional policy in this House, and 
to abandon altogether some of the courses 
they have pursued in Ireland? [An 
Hon. MEMBER: No, certainly not.| 
May I not, then, submit to hon. Members 
from Ireland that they must not de- 
nounce Unionist Members—above all, 
Irish Unionist Members—it they look 
somewhat askance at such a proposal as 
that which stands first in this Amend- 
ment, especially when the hon. Member 
for Cork makes speeches such as his 
speech this evening, and speeches he made 
in Ireland, stating that land reform is to 
be but a stalking-horse for Home Rule. 
That may be a political programme, but 
is it one likely to commend itself to this 
House? Isit fair or reasonable for hon. 
Members to invite the attention of this 
House to what seem reasonable proposals 
ot reform, and condemn this House as 
bigoted, narrow, and non-Irish because 
it does not accept them, and at the same 
time to declare that these reforms are 
merely stalking-horses for achieving a 
great political project ? 

I hope it may some day be possible 
that those who will fight for the Union. 
as we Shall, to the end of time, and those 
who will fight on in the belief that a 
separate Parliament will bring great 
blessings to Ireland, may agree—perhaps 
I am too sanguine, but I think it possible 
—to contend in this House constitu- 
tionally, and that we may in almost 
friendly rivalry strive to increase the 
material prosperity of Ireland. That is 
a better plan than the plan of coming to 
this House with proposals which would 
be entertained if coming from any other 
quarter of the House, and given that 
consideration which Parliament would 
give-— 

Mr. DILLON: But not from Irish 
Members! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: And why uot 
from Lrish Members? Because you put 
the jury against you. Because you say 
that when you wish to improve the land 
system in Ireland your land policy is 
only a stalking-horse for Home Rule. 
There have been other methods, which | 
do not attribute wholesale to the United 
Irish League. The League is Protean 
in itstransformations. In tropical coun- 
tries hon. Members who have been abroad 
may have observed small wind eddies 
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that pick up everything in their path 
and again deposit these collections ; and 
so it has been with the expansion and 
movement of the League during the 
past nine months. Coming to a place 
where what are called advanced men are 
found, the chairman, secretary, and 
treasurer are advanced men ; but when 
the League comes to some quiet Arcadia 
where a priest exercises a benevolent 
despotism, then he is made chairman 
and summons a meeting, a shilling is 
collected all round, and the branch is 
adjourned sine die. Thatis why, though 
I understand some of the attacks levelled 
at the League as an organisation, I do 
not think it would be just to declare the 
League a criminal conspiracy. Its trans- 
formations are too rapid for that. It 
began, as this Amendment begins, with 
the object of acquiring grass lands in 
Mayo, but since then much else has been 
collected and distributed. It picks up a 
number of delegates and lands them in a 
convention in Dublin; it picks up a 
number of members and lands them 
here as once more a united, organised 
Irish party. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): We have as good a right to be here 
as you have. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
has anticipated me. Iam very glad that 
the Irish boycott of the House is over. 
I think by meeting here and discussing 
together political projects as they are 
discussed by English and Scotch Mem- 
bers we may do something, or at least 
we shall have a chance of doing some- 
thing, greater than if we each stay in our 
own’ island snarling and gibing at each 
other in newspapers read on one side of 
the Channel and not on the other. Let us 
meet here and have it out. Surely 
there are many questions in which 
Englishmen and Irishmen are equally 
interested, many questions besides the 
land question. There is the question of 
education in Ireland, the position of 
youthful offenders in Ireland, the indus- 
tries of Ireland, the question of industrial 
schools. These and many other matters 
we surelymaydiscuss together as English, 
Scotch, and Welsh Members discuss, 


without making them stalking-horses for , 


Home Rule. 


Mr. DILLON : What has Home Rule | 


to do with it ? 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The League has 
forged this united Irish party, and its 
members may command the attention of 
Parliament as Irishmen, by their ability 
and eloquence, have always commanded 
the attention of Parliament. Let us take 
the proposal in the Amendment as a 
legitimate object, put forward constitu- 
tionally in this House—let us contend 
in such an arena, with Home Rule barred 
until it is practical—barred, I mean, 
practically, for it is impossible to proceed 
with it now or for some years to come. 
If we do that, each confident that his 
cause must win—we confident that the 
Union will never be even imperilled. 
hon. Members opposite holding another 
view—one must win, the other must 
lose—and if we contend within such an 
arena as | have described, then both the 
winner and the vanquished may gain 
greater prizes than the stake they played 
for. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): The 
right hon. Gentleman stated that the 
United Irish League has depositeda united 
Irish party in this House. As a matter: 
of fact it has deposited two parties, of 
which Iam one. If the House will allow 
me, in the few minutes that remain, I 
should like to give my reasons for voting 
for the Amendment. My first reason 
is that I have not read it; my second 
reason is that, after listening to the 
speech of the mover, I agree with almost 
every word of what he said. I will put 
it to the House, to men who think that 
after the course of years you are gradually 
acquiring some little hold on the minds 
and intellect of Ireland, what prospect 
have you for your Imperialism or of 
creating any permanent cohesion between 
the two islands ? 

The right hon. Gentleman has made 
several appeals to us—some reasonable, 
some unreasonable. I have sometimes 
ventured to make appeals to that Bench 
in various times, but they have never 
prevailed. Why? Because while we 
address the Treasury Bench openly from 
these benches—and our speeches have 
to be made openly—vindicating the Irish 
position in Ireland, well we know that 


the King’s Speech. 


Ireland is not governed by reference to 


those speeches, but by reference to the 
back-door intrigues and the intrigues 
of landlords in Dublin Castle. One 
word behind your chair, Sir, from an 


Seventh Day. 
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Orange Member is more potent with the 
(;overnment than the united voice of the 
eighty Members on this side; and the 
very reason for the Amendment has been 
the cause of the irregularity and illegal- 
ity into which you have been stupidly 
and foolishly driven in Ireland by your 
bad advisers. Why is the Member for 
Dover Chief Secretary to-day? Why 
is not the President of the Board of Trade 
Chief Secretary ? He was driven out 
of Ireland by landlord intrigue, because 
he passed the Land Act of °96 and the 
Local Government Act of 1898. Al- 
though he was a relative and all of the 
most powertul statesman of the Empire, 
he was thrown as a peace-offering to my 
Lord Ardilaun. What are we repre- 
sentatives of the peasants of the country 
to think, who know how potent are these 
forees which command the entire legis- 
lature across the hall, when we see a 
statesman who has devoted himself to 
the interest of our country in a small 
degree sacrificed with as little care for 
public opinion in Ireland as you would 
show to a dismissed policeman. The 
Government ask us to believe them. 
They talk about law and order— 
they say it is their business to 
maintain law and = order. I say 
it is their business in Ireland to 
leave the people alone: that is what we 
want from you. You compare your- 
selves sometimes to the Romans of the 
great Roman Empire. You extract 
9} millions out of our wretched people 
every year. That ought to be enough 
for you. You get regiment after regi- 
ment out of the country who show the 
utmost devotion in the field, while at the 
same time you evict their fathers and 
keep their children in the poorhouses. 
The Romans were satisfied with taxation 
and legionaries ; but what must you do? 
You take the most miserable and 
shameful class—the land-grabbers—and 
devote the whole forces of the 
British Empire to buttressing them 
up. Every land - grabber in the 
country can get ten, twelve, or 
stent policemen, costing £2,000 or 

3,000, to protect him, out of a country 
in which there are, as the right hon. 
Gentleman admitted, 150,000 people 
living on 2d. a day, all because these 
unfortunate people try to cling to their 
country. 


Mr. T, M. Healy, 
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Oh, but the British Govern- | 
\ 


the King’s Speech. 966 


ment must uphold law and order! 
What is law and order I want to know ? 
That is to say, it is law. A man who 
professes the Catholic faith is constantly 
brought long distances to the assizes, 
leaving his home and industry. If he 
does not attend on his summons he is 
fined £20; while if he attends, some 
wretched caitiff—a member of a Free- 
mason lodge or an Orange lodge—the 
moment his name is mentioned, says, 
“You are unworthy of belief; out you 
go again; we do not want you.” Day 
after day he is brought in and has the 
ignominy of being cast aside. Why not 
pass an Act excluding all Catholics from 
the jury box ? I remember the Attorney 
General’s great essay to convict myself. [ 
have often twitted him about it. He 
prosecuted me as a Whiteboy, or a high- 
wayman—lI forget exactly which. He 
advised me that my trial was fixed for 
eleven o'clock ; but instead of taking it 
at that hour they first put on a horse- 
thief before me, and they put twelve 
of the strongest Catholic Nationalists 
onthe jury and of course denuded my 
panel of jurors to that extent. That was 
twenty years ago; but what went on in 
1880, and 1890, is going on in 1900, and 
I suppose will go on as long as the Union 
lasts. You prize the valour of your 
Catholic soldiers ; you let them wear the 
shamrock on St. Patrick’s day ; you do 
everything so long as they are acting in 
the English service ; but as soon as it is 
a question of affecting Ireland, they are 
absolutely boycotted. You are the boy- 
cotters. They are absolutely proscribed, 
as much proscribed as if the penal laws 
had never been repealed. The right hon. 
Gentleman has, of course, with his usual 
ability, attacked this motion on the 
ground that this is only a stalking-horse, 
as he says,for Home Rule. Well, that is 
a very easy thing to say. We might as 
well say of some of his actions that they 
are intended as stalking-horses for the 
Union. I say, take them at large, and the 
mass of Irishmen would rather remain in 
their rags than forfeit their hopes for the 
liberties of the country. For myself, 
having worn the stones of Westminster 
Hall for many a year—of course I am told 
from time to time that our cause is fail- 
ing, and that our hopes are flagging—I 
do not believe at the present moment that 
in these twenty years—except some man 
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That is what has 


the King’s Speech. 


ment has made a single friend in Ireland | brought about Amendments such as that 


outside of Dublin Castle. Ido not think | 
that the right hon. Gentleman the Chief | 
Secretary meets any man outside Dublin 
Castle who is not a Home Ruler, who is | 
not at all events anti-British and anti- 
English. As the days go on, outside of a 
very small section of the community 
there is not a single man in Ireland of any 
class or creed who has any faith in the 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 


Allen, Chas. P. (Gloue..Stroud | 


Ambrose, Robert 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8S.) 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brown, Geo. M. (Edinburgh) 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S$.) 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Claney, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 
Dewar,Jn. A.( Inverness-shire) 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel T. 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 


Acland-Hood,Capt SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
\ynew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manel’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.G. W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H( Bristol) 
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AYES. 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Gilhooly, James 
Hammond, John 
Hardie,J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon.CharlesH. 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C, | 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, William(Carnarvonsh. ) | 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Joyce, Michael 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kinloch, Sir J. George Sinyth | 
Labouchere, Henry 
Leamy, Edmund | 
Leigh, Sir Joseph (Stockport) | 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lundon, W. 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Maenamara, Dr. Thomas JJ. 
M‘Cann, James 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M ‘Govern. T. 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, N.) 
Minch, Matthew 
Mooney, John J. 
Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, J. 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col. JohnP.(Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien. K. (Tipperary, Mid) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
NOES. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 
Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griftith- 
Brodrick, Rt Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown. AlexanderH. (Shropsh. 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher, John George 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.( Birm. 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r | 


which has been moved to-night ; and if I 
| vote for it | vote for it on the principle 
that it is against the English Govern- 
ment, and whatever is against the Eng- 
lish Government I am in favour of. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 109 ; Noes, 
(Division List,No, 8.) 


O’Brien, ‘Villiam (Cork) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
©’ Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, Jehn 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

tedmond, John E.( Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roche, John 

Schwann, Charles E. 
Shipman, Dr. John 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan, E. 
Thompson, E.C.(Monaghan,N. 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Wilson, Fred W.(Norfolk,Mid) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr, 
Patrick O’Brien, 


Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dewar,T. R(T’rH’mlets,S. Geo. 
Dickinson. Robert Edmond 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
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Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,SirRobertPenrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henrv William 
Gordon, Hn. J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gordon,MajEvans-(T’rH’ml’ts 
Gore, Hon. F. S. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, RtHn. LordG(M’d’x 
Hamilton, Marg of(L’nd’nd’rry 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Jas. (Staffords., N.W. 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich! 
Hobhouse, H (Somerset, E.) 
Hope, J. F.(Shef’ld, Brightside 
Howard,CaptJ (Kent. Faversh. 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel,Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W .(Salop) 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 


Adjournment of 
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Knowles, Lees 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, Rt. Hon. Wm. Edw. H. 
Lee,CaptA. H.(Hants, Fareh’m 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long,Col.Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft 
Lueas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, Rt. HnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col. J.( Antrim, E. ) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, RtHon.SirFrederickG. 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHnAGraham (Bute 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert P.( Darlington) 
Peel,Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Penn, John 

Perey, Earl 

Platt-Higeins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
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the House. 


Purvis, Robert 
Radcliffe, R. F. 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Gcreenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
tentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley,Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
topner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. Edw..J 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.( Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith,H.C.(Nrthmb. Tyneside 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks, 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stirling-Max well, Sir John M. 
Stroyan, John 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf'd Uni. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
W ason,JohnCatheart(Orkney 
Webb, Colonel WilliamGeorge 
Welby,Lt-ColA.C. E.(Tauntn) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Vilson, A.Stanley( York.E.R. 
Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh.N. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, Commander( Berks, E. 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Main Question again proposed |a view to ensuring that the funds sub- 


Debate arising; and it being after 
midnight, the debate stood adjourned. 

Debate to be resumed upon Monday 
next. 


WIDOWS AND ORPHANS OF SOLDIERS 
AND SAILORS. 

Resolved, That it is expedient that a 
Select Committee of Five Members of this 
House be appointed to join with a Com- 
mittee of the Lords to consider the various 
charitable agencies now in operation, and 
the funds available, or which can properly 
he made available, for relieving Widows 
and Orphans of Soldiers and Sailors, with 


| 





scribed by local and private benevolence 
are applied to the best advantage in sup- 
plementing a scheme of Government 
pensions for Widows and Orphans of 
Soldiers and Sailors who have lost their 
lives in war. 

Message to the Lords to acquaint them 
therewith.—(Sir William Walrond.) 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Motion made, and Question, “ That 
this House do now adjourn till Monday 
next,”—(Sir William Walrond)—put, 
and agreed to. 


Adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve 
of the o’c'~ck till Monday next. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, 25th February, 1901. 


EARLDOM OF NORFOLK. 

Cross Petition of Henry Duke of Nor- 
folk, Earl of Surrey, Earl of Norfolk, 
Lord Maltravers, Lord Fitzalan of Clun 
and Oswaldestre, and Karl Marshal and 
Hereditary Marshal of England, Knight 
of the most Honourable Order of the 
(rarter, praying (1) That he may be per- 
mitted to appear before their Lordships, 
by his counsel and agents, to be heard on 
the petition of Charles Botolph Joseph, 
Lord Mowbray, Jord Segrave, and Baron 
and Lord Stourton of Stourton, presented 
on the 21st of this instant February ; 
and (2) That their Lordships will be 
pleased to signify to the Petitioner 
whether or not their Lordships will re- 
quire him, under the circumstances of the 
case, to lodge a printed case and to pro- 
duee evidence of his descent from Thomas 
Earl of Arundel and Surrey, in 1644 to 
the present time, in order to prove his 
title to the Earldom of Norfolk, alleged 
to have been conferred on the said 
Thomas in 1644 ; read, and referred to the 
Committee for Privileges. 

HER LATE MAJESTY THE QUEEN. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that he had received from the 
Portuguese Minister the following report 
of the proceedings in the House of Peers 
of Portugal relating to the vote of con- 
dolence on the death of Her late Majesty 
(Jueen Victoria : 

“In moving the vote of condolence the Presi- 
dent stated that he felt sure he was faithfully 
interpreting the sentiments of the House in 
proposing that reference should be made in 
the minutes of the day’s proceedings te the 
grief they felt at the death of Queen Victoria, 
Whose long and prosperous reign was a true 
model of constitutional rule. Portugal could 
not omit to associate herself with all the mani- 
festations of grief and sympathy sown 
towards England, her ancient ally, and desired 
to join in the deep sorrow of those who mourn 
the loss of aSovereign so deeply loved by Her 
people, and respected by the whole world. 

“The President concluded by moving the 
vote and authorising it to be communicated to 
this House. 

“The Minister for Foreign Affairs in asso- 
ciating himself in the name of the Government 


With what had fallen from the President | 


spoke in feeling terms of Her late Majesty, 
and he was followed in the same strain by 
several other Peers.” 
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Business. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


ARLESEY GAS BILL [H.1.}. 
ASPATRIA, SILLOTH, AND DISTRICT 
WATER BILL [H.1.}. 
BARROW-IN-FURNESS CORPORATION 
BILL [H.1. |. 

BELFAST HARBOUR BILL [4.1]. 
BETHLEM HOSPITAL BILL [H.1.}. 
BOLTON CORPORATION BILL [H.1.}. 
BOURNEMOUTH CORPORATION BILL 
[HLL ]. 

BRIDEWELL HOSPITAL BILL [1.1.}. 
BRISTOL CORPORATION CEMETERY 
BILL [1.1.]. 


BRISTOL CORPORATION (DOCKS AND 
RAILWAYS, ETC.) BILL [u.1.]. 
BROADSTAIRS AND ST.) PETER’S 
WATER AND IMPROVEMENT BILL 

[H.1. |. 

CHARING CROSS, HAMMERSMITH, 
AND DISTRICT ELECTRIC RAILWAY 
BILL [H.1.]. 

CHESTERFIELD IMPROVEMENT 

[H.L.]. 


HOSPITAL (LONDON) 
[H.1. }. 


CITY AND NORTH EAST SUBURBAN 
ELECTRIC RAILWAY BILL [H1.1. 
COWES FERRY BILL [1.1.]. 
DONCASTER TITHE TRUST BILL [1.1.1]. 
DOVER CORPORATION BELL [1.1.1]. 
DOVER HARBOUR BILL [11.1.1]. 
FOLKESTONE eo BILL 
Hd. }. 


HANDSWORTH URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL [H.1.}. 


HARROGATE CORPORATION BILL [1.1]. 
HARROGATE WATER BILL (4.1. ]. 
HENRY DIAPER AND COMPANY (DE- 
LIVERY WARRANTS) BILL (11.1. ]. 


HEYWOOD AND MIDDLETON WATER 
BOARD BILL [H.1. ]. 


ISLINGTON AND EUSTON RAILWAY 
BILL [H.1. ]. 


KINGS NORTON AND NORTHFIELD 
URBAN DISTRICT TRAMWAYS BILL 
[H.L.]. 

KING’S ROAD RAILWAY BILL [4.7<. }. 
LEEDS CHURCHES BILL [u.1.}. 

Presented, and read 1¢. 

2) 


BILL 


CHRIST'S 3ILL 
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LEEDS CORPORATION (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL [H.1.]. 

WATER 


LEEDS CORPORATION BILL 


[H.L. ]. 
LLANELLY HARBOUR BILL [H.L. |. 


LONDON (CITY) SCHOOL FOR ORPHANS 
OF FREEMAN BILL [t.1.]. 


LOWESTOFT CORPORATION BILL [8.1] 


MANCHESTER AND LIVERPOOL ELEC- 
TRIC EXPRESS RAILWAY BILL [#.1.]. 


CORPORATION BILL 


[H.L. |. 


MANCHESTER 


MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR BOARD 
BILL [H.L. }. 


MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR BOARD 
(CANADA DOCK WORKS, ETC.) BILL 
[ HLL. }. 


NORTH-EAST LONDON RALTLWAY BILL 
[H.L. |. 


CORPORATION 
[H.L. |}. 
OAKHAM WATER BILL [n.1. |. 


PICCADILLY AND CITY RAILWAY BILL 
[H.L. |. 


NOTTINGHAM BILL 


POULTON-LE-FYLDE GAS BILL [1.1.1]. 
PRESTATYN WATER BILL [HL]. 
RIPON CORPORATION BILL [H.1.]. 


RUGBY WATER AND IMPROVEMENT 
BILL [HL. ]. 


ST. BARTHOLOMEW’S HOSPITAL BILL 
(HLL. |. 


SALFORD CORPORATION BILL [8.1]. 
SHEFFIELD CORPORATION BILL [H.1. 


SHIELDS BRIDGE BILL [4.1 }. 
SMETHWICK CORPORATION BILL 
[H.L. ]. 

SOUTHPORT WATER (TRANSFER) BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


CORPORATION WATER 
BILL [H.1.]. 


STRATTON AND BUDE GAS BILL [8-1 |. 


STOCKTON 


STRATTON AND BUDE IMPROVEMENT 


BILL [H.1. }. 


SUTTON-IN-ASHFIELD URBAN DIS 
TRICT (WATER) BILL [H.4.}. 


WARKWORTH HARBOUR BILL [H.1.}. 


Presented, and read 1”. 





{LORDS } 


Business. 974 


AIRE AND CALDER NAVIGATION. 
BILL [H.L.}. 


ALBION STEAM COAL COMPANY BILL. 
[H.L. ]. 
ALFRETON GAS: BILL. [H.L.}. 
GAS LIGHT AND COKE 
[H.L.]. 
BIDEFORD AND CLOVELLY RAILWAY 
(ABANDONMENT) BILL [8.L.}. 
BIRMINGHAM (CIT¥) TRAMWAYS 
BILL [H.L.]. 


BATH BILL, 


BRISTOL, CLIFTON, AND WEST OF 
ENGLAND ZOOLOGICAL. SOCIETY 


BILL [H.1. }. 


BROMPTON AND PICCADILLY CIRCUS. 
RAILWAY BILL [H.1.]. 


CARDIFF RATLWAY BILL [4b]. 


CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY BILL 
[H.L. }. 


CHARING CROSS, EUSTON, AND HAMP* 
STEAD RAILWAY (No. 1) BILL [11.]. 


CHARING CROSS, EUSTON, AND HAMP” 
STEAD RAILWAY (No. 2) BILD [11.1.]. 


CHESTER GAS. BILL [121.]. 


CITY AND BRIXTON RAILWAY BILL 
{H.1.]. 


CITY AND SOUTH LONDON RAILWAY 
BILL [H.1. |. 


DOVER GAS BILL [H. ©. ]. 
ELLAND GAS BILL [H.1. |. 
FAVERSHAM WATER BILL [u.1.}. 


FRESHWATER, YARMOUTH, AND 
NEWPORT RAILWAY BILL [#.1.}. 
GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL [H.1.}. 


LLANELLY AND MYNYDD 
RAILWAY BILL [1H.1.]. 


LONDON, BRIGHTON, AND SOUTH 
COAST RAILWAY BULL [1.1 |. 


LYNTON AND BARNSTAPLE RAILWAY 
BILL [H.L. |. 


NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE AND GATES- 
HEAD GAS BILL [H.1. }. 


NEWPORT (ISLE OF WIGHT) 
BILL [H.1. |. 


NEW SWINDON GAS. BILL. [H.1. |. 


MAWK 


GAS 


NITRATE RAILWAYS COMPANY BILL 
[H.L. |. 


OMAGH GAS BILL. [H.L.}. 
OTLEY GAS BILL. [H.1. |. 
Presented ; read 1“, and veferred to the 
_ Examiners. 
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RHYMNEY AND ABER VALLEYS GAS 
AND WATER BILL [H.1.}. 


ROYAL EXCHANGE ASSURANCE 
[H.L. ]. 


SHEFFIELD DISTRICT GAS BILL [1.1]. 
SHREWSBURY GAS BILL [H.L. }. 


SOUTH EASTERN AND LONDON, 
CHATHAM, AND DOVER RAILWAY 
BILL [h.L. |. 


SOUTH ESSEX WATER BILL [H.1.]. 


BILL 


SUCTH WESTERN AND ISLE OF 
WIGHT JUNCTION RAILWAY BILL 
H.L. J. 

WESTON-SUPER-MARE GAS BILL 


[H.L. ]. 
WISBECH WATER BILL [H.1. }. 
Presented ; read 1", and referred to the 
Examiners. 


STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. 
Appointed : The Lords following, with 
the Chairman of Committees, were named 
of the Committee :—- 
D. Bedford. 
}). Marlborough. 
D. Northumberland. 
M. Lansdowne. 
E. Derby. 
E. Denbigh. 
k. Chesterfield. 
E. Jersey. 
I. Lauderdale. 
KE. Waldegrave. 
E. Cadogan. 
I. Howe. 
Ek. Amherst. 
EK. Camperdown. 
KE. de Montalt. 
E. Carrington. 
E. Crewe. 
V. Sidmouth. 
V. Knutsford. 
V. Ridley. 
I, Clinton. 
L.. Zouche of Haryngworth. 
L. Balfour. 
L.. Boyle (Z. Cork and Orrery.) 
L. Ribblesdale. 
L.. Churchill. 
L.. Colchester. 
L. Wigan (EB. Crawford.) 
L.. Poltimore. 
L.. Kintore (E. AKintore.) 
L. Belper. 
L.. Brougham and Vaux. 
L. Fermanagh (£. Erne.) 
li. Sudley (BE. Arran.) 
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L. de Vesei (/°. de Vesci.) 
L. Herries. 

L. Monkswell. 

L. Colville of Culross. 

L. Welby. 

L. Ludlow. 


All Petitions relating to Standing 
Orders which shall be presented during 
the present Session referred to the Com- 
mittee unless otherwise ordered. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


SOUTH AFRICA. 


I. Supplementary Despatches. 


II. Telegram from Sir A. Milner to the 
Secretary of State for War, relating to 
reported outrage on Esau at Calvinia. 


TREATY SERIES No. 3 (1901). 
Accession of the Kingdom of Sweden 
to the Venice Sanitary Convention of 
19th March, 1897, and to the Declaration 
additional thereto of 24th January, 1900. 
9th December, 1900. 


MILK AND CREAM REGULATIONS. 
Report of the Departmental Committee 
appointed by the Board of Agriculture to 
inquire and report upon the desirability 
of regulations under Section 4 of the Sale 
of Food and Drugs Act, 1899, for milk 
and cream ; with “Minute appointing the 

Committee. 


STATISTICS. 


Statistical Tables relating to the 
Colonial and other Possessions of the 
United Kingdom. Part XXIII. for the 


years 1897-98. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 


to lie on the Table. 


INEBRIATES RETREATS (RULES AS 
TO MANAGEMENT). 

Regulations made with the approval of 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department for the domestic management 
of the Corngreaves Hall Retreat, licensed 
as a retreat under the Inebriates Acts, 
1879-1899. Laid before the House 
(pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on 
the Table. 

2Q2 





977 Education 


CHARITABLE AGENCIES FOR 
RELIEF OF WIDOWS AND ORPHANS | 
OF SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 

Message from the Commons, That they 
have come to the following resolution to 
which they desire the concurrence of this 
House, viz. :— 

“That it is expedient that a Select Com- 


mittee of five Members of their House be | 


appointed to join with a Committee of 
the Lords to consider the various 
charitable agencies now in operation, 
and the funds available for relieving 
widows and orphans of soldiers and 
sailors, with a view to insuring that the 
funds subscribed by local and _ private 
henevolence are applied to the best advan- 
tage in supplementing a scheme of 
Government Pensions for widows and 
orphans of soldiers and sailors who have 
lost their lives in war.” 


The said Message to be taken into con- 


sideration on Friday next. 


STANDING COMMITTEE. 
Ordered, That a Standing Committee 
he appointed for the consideration of 
such Public Bills as may be committed to | 
it by the House. 


COMMITTEE OF SELECTION FOR THE 
STANDING COMMITTEE. 

Appointed : The Lords following, with 

the Chairman of Committees, were “named 

of the Committee :— 

. Cowper. 

i. Stanhope. 

K. Waldegrave. 

lL. Balfour. 

L. Boyle. (4. Cork and Ovrery.) 

L.. Ribblesdale. 

L.. Kintore. (£. Kintore.) 

I. Colville of Culross. 


The Committee to meet To-morrow at 
Four o’clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS OFFICES. 
Select Committee appointed: The 
Lords following, with the Lord Chancellor, 
the Lord P resident, the Lord Privy Seal, 
and the Chairman of Committees, were 
named of the Committee :— 


D. Richmond. 

D. Northumberland. 
M. Cholmondeley. 
M. Ripon. 

M. Breadalbane. 
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THE|_ EE. Clarendon. 
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(L. Chamberlain.) 


E. Chesterfield. 

E. Waldegrave. 

E. Mount: Edgeumbe. 

. Cawdor. 

7. Camperdown. 

{. Kimberley. 

{. de Montalt. 

2. Cranbrook. 

<. Ancaster. 

. Cross. 

", Peel. 

”. Knutsford. 

L. Balfour. 

L. Boyle. (E. Cork and Orrery.) 
L. Ribblesdale. 
L. Churchill. 
L. Colchester. 
L.. Rosebery. 
L. Belper. 

L. Rowton. 

L. Tweedmouth. 

. Monk Bretton. 

L. Colville of Culross. 
L. Macnaghten. 

L. Welby. 


—_— <>] — 
AAs ata 


er eiieranl 
oa) 


aa4 


( E. Rosebery. ) 


. 


—_ 
i. 


COMMITTEE OF SELECTION. 
The Lords following, viz. : 
I. Chesterfield, 
K. Waldegrave, 
L.. Ribblesdale, 
L. Colville of Culross, 
with the Chairman of Committees, were 
appointed a Committee to select and pro- 
| pose to the House the names of the Five 
| Lords to form a Select Committee for the 
| consideration of each opposed Private 
sill. 


"RAWLERS CERTIFICATES SUSPEY- 
si 


IN BILL [H.L. }. 

A Bill to enable Courts to suspend the 
certificates of trawlers convicted of illegal 
trawling, was presented by the Ear! of 

‘amperdown ; read 1° ; and to be printed. 
| [No. 13.] 


| EDUCATION—REGINA vy. COCKERTOY. 
*Lorp REAY: My Lords, I beg to ask 
the Lord President of the Council whether 
the Board of Education contemplate any 
administrative and legislative measures 
‘on the questions raised by the — 
delivered on December 20th, 1900, 
Regina v. Cockerton. The judgment t 
| whieh my question refers has caused a 
"great deal of apprehension, but, if it is 
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closely examined, I think it will be found 
that the Board of Education could adapt 
its policy to the interpretation given to 
the law by the judges, with one important 
exception to which I shall presently allude. 

I shall first deal with elementary day 
schools. As regards those, it is laid down 
that they are intended for children, and 
that the limit of childhood is reached “at 
somewhere between sixteen and seven- 
teen.” That limit is higher than the 
limit of the Higher Elementary Schools’ 
Minute, where it is fifteen, but it is lower 
than the limit of the Scotch Code, which 
is eighteen, and a good deal lower than 
the limit assigned to childhood! by 
the First Lord of the Treasury. Now, 
is there any reason why this limit of 
sixteen should not be aecepted by the 
Board of Edueation, and access to higher 
elementary schools allowed wp to that age, 
instead of the present age of fifteen ? 

The next important point is the na- 
ture of the instruetion which the judg- 
ment allows to be given in elementary 
schools, Upon that Mr. Justice Wills said 
“that, as far as mere quantum is con- 
cerned, any education may be given by the 
School Board, but that the one condition: 
must always be fulfilled by the school 

namely, that it is conducted in accord- 
ance with the conditions required to 
be fulfilled by an elementary school in 
order to obtain a Parliamentary grant, 
which, by the interpretation clause, 
means the Whitehall grant.” It is, 
therefore, necessary that the instruction 
should be in accordance with the Code. 
If the Code were to provide, as the 
Scotch Code does, for advanced depart- 
ments and for higher elementary schools 
with varying and elastic curricula, the 
difficulty would disappear, and we should 
then obtain a proper system of graded 
schools. In Scotland children over 
twelve years of age who have obtained 
i merit certiticate can either proceed 
to advanced departments of a day 
school or to a higher grade school. — If 
in the Code for England advanced depart- 
ments were introduced, and provision 
made for higher elementary schools with 
curricula suitable to the needs of the 
district, the requirements of the judgment 
in this respect would be easily met, and 
education would then be provided for 
children as defined by the judgment in 
accordance with the Code. 


I may, perhaps, here point out that | 


the higher elementary school is in no 
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sense a secondary school. It kas an 
entirely different curriculum, and the 
scholars who attend it have had a different 
preliminary education from that which 
leads up to a secondary school. There- 
fore no question of competition between 
higher elementary schools and secondary 
schools can arise, if the Code arranges for 
such a curriculum as is suitable to a 
higher elementary school. 

The judgment severs the connection 
between elementary schools and the 
Science and Art Department. That is 
a decision which is only of retrospective 
value, because, as there is no longer a 
Science and Art Department, it pro- 
nounces a divorce between two persons, 
one of whom is no longer alive. It is 
true that the Science and Art grants 
are a survival of the Science and Art 
Department ; but the fact that the dis- 
tribution of those grants can no longer 
he controlled by the Science and 
Art Department will make it necessary 
to reconsider the whole question and to 
decide by what branch of the Board of 
Education they are to be distributed 
and administered. Although Science and 
Art grants are no longer available for 
elementary schools, it is quite easy to 
compensate these schools for the loss 
without any increase of the estimates, by a 
transfer of the moneys which were hitherto 
given from the Science and Art grants te 
elementary schools to the Parliamentary 
grant. As regards day schools, therefore, 
the Board of Education can, by very simple 
administrative measures, obviate all the 
difficulties which have arisen from the 
judgment ; no amendment of the Eduea- 
cation Acts is needed. 

The case is different and more serious 
with reference to evening continuation 


schools. The judgment excludes adults 
from these schools. The number of 


persons over sixteen years of age in 
these schools managed by School Boards 
alone is 150,000, and to this number 
must be added the pupils over  six- 
teen who attend voluntary evening con- 
tinuation schools. Their exclusion is 
so serious a matter that 1 cannot for one 
moment imagine that the Board of Edu- 
cation will accept that decision. The 
teaching of adults in these schools is an 
imperative necessity, and it has been 


‘attended with too good results and is 
too valuable to be thus extinguished. 


A much simpler remedy for this evil 
than further litigation is to be found, it 
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seems to me, in the introduction of a very 
short Bill—it could be a non-contentious 
Bill of one clanse—-which would make the 
admission of adults to evening continua- 
tion schools legal, as it has been for 
many years, and thereby prevent altera- 
tions in the Departmental Evening Con- 
tinnation Code which it would be very 
undesirable to introduce. 

It is needless to point out how the 
uncertainty which has arisen through the 
judgment affects injuriously both board 
schools and voluntary schools. They are 
both in the same plight, and the sooner 
the uncertainty is removed the better it 
will be for the cause of education. TI have 
shown that the remedy is a very simple 
one, and that it is entirely in the hands 
of the Board of Education. 

These questions are educational ques- 
tions, and they cannot be decided by 
courts of law. The final solution must 
come from the Board of Education, what- 
ever may be the ultimate decision of the 
higher courts, and therefore I think the 
sooner it is given and further litigation, 
which is in many respects useless, is 
avoided the better it will be for coni- 
tinuity of the work undertaken in every 
case with the sanction of the Edu 
cation Department. Higher elementary 
schools and evening continuation schools 
are the coping stones of the fabric of our 
education, and the working classes of this 
country, as well as the industrial and com- 
mercial classes generally, are deeply in 
terested in the solution which I have no 
doubt this question will receive at the 
hands of the noble Duke. I beg to ask 
the question which stands in my name. 


THe LORD PRESIDENT or THE 
COUNCIL (The Duke of Drvonsuirr): 
My Lords, the observations with which 
the noble Lord has prefaced his question 
will, no doubt, form a valuable contri- 
bution to the discussion of this important 
and difficult question. I do not, how- 
ever, think that I can follow him exactly 
in all the points he has touched upon, 
and I do not know that there would be 
any advantage on the present occasion 
in my doing so. I shall, therefore, 
confine myself to giving such answer as 
I can to the question the noble Lord has 
placed upon the Paper. The noble Lord 
asks me whether the Board of Education 
contemplate any administrative and 
the questions 
the judgment delivered on 


legislative measures on 
raised by 
Lord Reay, 
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20th December, 1900, in Regina -. 
Cockerton. The first answer which | 
have to give the noble Lord is that | 
am not yet in the position to know what 
is the situation which has been created 
by that judgment. The London School 
Board, which was virtually one of the 
parties in that case, has given notice 
of an appeal against the judgment, 
and until that appeal has been heard and 
decided by the Court of Appeal, and 
possibly by the House of Lords itself, it 
is not possible to say what is the exact 
legal position. 

The noble Lord has suggested in the 
observations he has made that if the 
Board of Education promised to introduce 
certain administrative and legislative 
measures, further litigation might he 
avoided. I do not know whether the 
noble Lord in making that suggestion 
was speaking as chairman of the London 
School Board or in his private capacity as 
a Member of this House. But, in which- 
ever capacity it was made, that suggestion, 
I venture to say, is one with which | 
cannot agree. The learned judge, in 
giving his judgment, stated that the 
questions raised were of such importance 
that it was, in his opinion, desirable and 
necessary that they should be decided hy 
the highest legal authority —namely, the 
House of Lords; and I agree in the 
opinion thus expressed, that this question 
atfecting the powers and duties of school 
boards having been raised as it has been 
raised ought to be decided by the highest 
judicial tribunal of the land. The noble 
Lord has referred to the numbers of 
children and adults who will be affected 
by the judgment, and who might, if it 
were acted upon, be deprived of the edu- 
cation which they are now receiving. My 
right hon. friend the Vice-President of the 
Council has already stated in the House 
of Commons that, acting upon the sugges- 
tion of the learned judge, no disturbance 
of the present state of things will take 
place until the appeal has been heard ; 
and that till that time the stufus quo will 
he maintained, No one, therefore, will be 
prejudiced by any delay which may arise 
in waiting until the appeal is heard. 

The noble Lord has asked the Board of 
Education to do two things. In the first 
place he has asked us to take certain ad- 
ministrative action and to make certain 
alterations in the Code. The noble Lord's 
position, | understand, is this. It has 
been laid down that any form of instruc- 
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tion which, under the Code, can legally 
receive grants from the Department can 
be given by the school boards at the cost 
of the rates, and he asks us to modify the 
Code in such a manner as to legalise any 
instruction which has now been decided 
to be illegal. The noble Lord has asked 
for a recognition of advanced departments, 
as is done by the Scotch Code. The noble 
Lord is aware that the Code has been very 
extensively modified and extended in the 
years that have elapsed since 1870, and 
that it now contains a very large number 
and a much more extended range of in- 
struction than it originally did. [am very 
far from saying that the Code in its 
present state is in an absolutely final 
gondition ; but I have to say that, as at 
present advised, we consider the Code for 
elementary day schools contains all that 
is essential to, or ought to be properly 
comprised within, elementary education 
properly so called ; and I fail to see how 
the position of the school board will be 
improved by the adoption and recognition 
of advanced schools on the Scotch system, 
for,so faras [ am aware, the judgment does 
not materially affect the action taken by the 


School Board in the matter of the educa- 
tion given in the day schools. The 
learned judge decided that the rates 


could not legally be applied to the free 
education of adults, and the noble Lord 
asks us to introduce legislation to remove 
that disability. 

I am not prepared on the part of the 
Government to promise to adopt either 


of the suggestions of the noble Lord. 
And for this reason. Last year, acting 


upon the recommendation of the Royal 
Commission on Secondary Edueation, | 
introduced a measure into this House for 
the establishment of authorities to pro- 
vide and supervise secondary education in 
areas different from, and much more 
extensive than, those of the school board 
districts ; and T am bound to say that the 
state of things which has been described 
and the state of the law which has been 
described in the judgment in the case 
referred to render it more urgent than 
ever that local authorities for secondary 
education should be established without 
further delay ; and until Parliament has 
decided upon the proposals which were 
introduced last year by the Government, 
and which, | hope, will be introduced 
again in the present session, it seems to 
me that it would be most ‘highly inex 

pedient either to encourage or to admit 
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in the provision of higher edueation of a 
type which was not originally contem- 
plated by Parliament when the school 
boards were established. 

When Parliament has decided upon the 
proposals made to it, then will be the time 
to attempt to draw the line between the 
functions and powers that can be properly 
exercised by the school boards and the 
functions and powers that will be more 
properly exercised in regard to secondary 
education by the new authorities. The 
demarcation of that line will be, I admit, 
one of extreme difficulty, considering the 
hold school boards have already obtained 
over portions of secondary education ; 
but that will be a difficulty that will have 
to be faced by Parliament; and, in my 
opinion, it would be far better to aban- 
don any attempt to organise secondary 
education upon the lines suggested by 
the Royal Commission on Secondary 
Education, and to leave the school boards 
in complete possession of the field not 
only of elementary, but of secondary 
education—it would be far better to 
leave affairs in that condition than 
to set up new authorities and ex- 
pose them to the competition of 
the school boards possessing enhanced 
powers, such as the noble Lord proposes 


to give them, in addition to those 
they already possess, in the ftield of 
secondary education. What would be 


the use of the Bill which we proposed last 
year creating secondary education autho- 
rities, if the contention which the School 
Board has raised in this case were to be 
admitted ? Mr. Justice Wills said in his 
judgment 

“To argue, as has been done, that certain 
action on the part of the Department sets the 
School Board free to teach at the expense cf 
the ratepayers adults and children indis- 
criminately higher mathematics, «advanced 
chemistry, both “theoretical and practical, poli- 
tical economy, and arts of a kind wholly 
heyond anyiming that can be taught to 
children, French, German, and I know not 
what, appears to be the we plus ultra of ex- 
travagance. If the Acts relating to the ele- 
mentary education of children are to he trans- 
formed into Acts for higher education of a 
kind usually given in the colleges of a Univer- 
sity, then it must be done by Act of Parlia- 
ment, and not by the stroke of the pen of a 
Government Department.” 


I entirely agree with the opinion thus 
expressed by the learned judge; and | 
cannot on the part of the Government 
accept, or make any approach to accept- 
ing, that contention which has been 
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described by the learned judge—a con- 
tention which would make the school 
hoards in the widest sense authorities for 
secondary edueation. If that is to be 
done, it cannot be done by the stroke of 
the pen of the Education Department ; it 
must be done by Parliament ; and if it is 
done by Parliament it will not be on the 
suggestion or the advice of His Majesty's 
present advisers. Ido not suggest that 
in the observations made by the noble 
Lord he intended to ask us to adopt any 
modification of the Code, or any legisla- 
tive measure which would cover the con- 
tention of the School Board thus stated 
by the learned judge. But he does ask 
us to make certain changes which would 
cover, so far as our aetion could cover it, 
a considerable advance in the direction of 
that contention. He asks us to assimilate 
our system to the Scotch system. But it 
has been over and over again pointed out 
in this House and in the other House of 
Parliament that the Seotch system differs 
fundamentally and legally from the 
English system. The Scottish school 
boards are empowered to provide and 
direct secondary as well as elementary 
education. There is nothing connected 
with secondary education in the Act 
which constitutes school boards in 
England. 

Of course this is not the proper time to 
discuss the relative merits of the English 
and Scottish systems ; but I am bound to 
say that the assimilation which is sug- 
gested by the noble Lord is, in’ our 
opinion, contrary to the policy which we 
submitted to Parliament last session, and 
which [| trust we shall have an oppor- 
tunity of submitting and prosecuting in 
the present session. That is all the answer 
Tam able at present to give the noble 
Lord, and I am extremely indebted to 
him for having given me the opportunity 
of making this brief statement of the 
views of His Majesty’s Government on 
this subject. 


Eart SPENCER: My Lords, I can 
quite understand that there is considerable 
difficulty in going at length into all the 
different phases which this question has 
now entered upon. ‘There is an appeal 
likely to come on, and this involves 
difficulties in fully discussing the whole 
matter now. But as the noble Duke 


has given his own views and the views 
of His Majesty’s Government on_ this 
subject, I think it is only right that I 


The Duke of Devonshire. 
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should say a few words upon it. I shall 
not attempt to compare the Scottish with 
the English system of education. I am 
quite aware that there is a considerable 
difference. But without going into that 
question, I would like to say this: 
that if the views expressed by the 
noble Duke are carried out, an immense 
blow will be given to the higher kind of 
education which has been conducted for 
a very long time by a great many school 
hoard schools throughout England. — It is 
upon that point that I wish to make some 
protest against the views of the noble 
Duke as I understand them. 

Ido not fora moment say that schoob 
boards, or voluntary schools receiving 
Parliamentary grants, should wholesale 
adopt secondary edueation as a part of 
their scheme, hut I do submit that the 
higher grade schools which have been set 
up in a great many places in the north of 
England and in London are most admir- 
able and useful institutions. There are a 
number of children who, after 
going through all the standards, are able, 
owing to their parents being perhaps a 
little better off than the others, to remain 
ou inthe school. What are they to be 
taught! Surely it is right that they 
should be allowed to be taught higher 
education, which would he of great use to 
them in their future career. That has 
heen done with very great success. These 
children might not have the time or the 
opportunity, unless a very elaborate 
scheme is made out for sending them on 
to secondary schools, to go to those 
schools, and therefore the time they re- 
mained at their schools after passing the 
standards would be very much wasted. 

As I understand, the noble Duke does 
not wish these higher grade schools to 
conduct their education as they have done 
hitherto, for fear they should compete 
with secondary education. If that view 
were carried out it would indeed be a 
great blow to education in many places 
in England. There is another point of 
immense importanee touched by the judg- 
ment—-namely, the attendance of adults 
at continuation schools. Now I believe 
these schools have been of enormous 
advantage throughout England, and they 
are no new thing at all. It was not 
in the original Act of 1870 that adults 
should be taught in continuation schools ; 
but I believe that as far back as 1870 con- 


‘tinuation schools for adults were estab- 


lished and have been allowed ever since. 
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THE DuKE oF DEVONSHIRE: At 
the cost of the rates ? 


EARL SPENCER: Yes, I believe that 
has been allowed. The judgment says it 
is not legal to pay for them out of the 
rates, but still these continuation schools 
have been allowed for a very long time, 
almost from the beginning of Mr. 
Forster's scheme. I should very much 
regret if the change contemplated is 
carried out, because it will inflict great 
hardship and do a great deal of harm to 
education in this country. I do not 
know whether, if the noble Duke had 
been favourable to it, that would have 
affected the question of appeal. I cannot 
go into that, but I think it only right to 
the noble Duke to say that when the 
Bill comes forward later in the session 
there may be strong opinions among 


those whom I represent against the 
views foreshadowed on behalf of the 


Government. 


*LorD NORTON : My Lords, the noble 

Karl who has just sat down has stated that 
the views of the noble Duke, if carried 
out, would be a great blow to the 
secondary education which is now being 
given in elementary schools, and look 
entirely to a transfer of that part of 
education to a new Department. The 
noble Earl may have a different view, 
but it is distinctly the view of the 
noble Duke-—-that elementary schools 
should not exceed higher elementary 
edueation, and that provision, and a far 
better provision, should be made for 
secondary schools. The noble Earl says 
that there are a certain number of 
children in the elementary schools whose 
parents are able to keep them there 
longer and give them secondary educa- 
tien. But why should they not go to 
secondary schools? The noble Earl does 
not say why ; he does not state any diffi- 
culty. The mixture of secondary and 
primary in the elementary schools has 
heen damaging to both, and it has been 
an error from the first since 1870. The 
elementary schools immediately began to 
get out of the province assigned to them 
by Parliament. 

I think the great merit in the views as 
expressed by the noble Duke is that he 
will abandon that confusion, and make 
good provision distinctly for secondary 
education. I believe it is clearly the 
noble Duke’s view—it certainly is my 
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view -that especially clever children of 
the working classes should be aided by 
scholarships publicly provided to go to 
secondary schools, and the education they 
will get there will be far better. But 
think that what the noble Earl has in his. 
mind is a totally different kind of 
secondary education. What is really in 
the minds of those who are pushing this 
forward as a department of elementary 
education is that they are looking to pro- 
vide for a richer class, the children of rich 
manufacturers and tradesmen, who are to- 
get at the public expense, as in elementary 
schools, what is practically an apprentice- 
ship for their sons for lucrative employ- 
ment. That is not the idea at all of the 
elementary education of 1870, and I do 
not believe it is now. 

If we provide a: higher education we do: 
not intend it to be at the public expense. 
We do not intend to relieve rich parents 
of the necessity and the responsibility of 
looking after the education of their chil 
dren. I therefore feel that it would be: 
in the interest of education and in the 
interest of the country to support the 
noble Duke in the very difficult task he 
has before him ; to help in every way to 
make the education given by the school 
hoards and elementary schools more com. 
plete, less mixed up with scientific subjects 
which do not properly belong to it ; and 
to devote ourselves in every possible way 
to the new Department of Secondary 
Edueation which the noble Duke pro- 
poses, 

House adjourned at quarter past 
Five of the aheik, till To- 
morrow, half-past ‘Ten of the 
clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Monday, 25th February, 1901. 


PRACTICE — QUESTIONS 
AND NOTICES OF MOTION. 
“Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY (York- 
shire, W.R., Pudsey) asked the Speaker 
if, in view of the fact that a question of 
which he had given notice appeared in 
the Papers as a notice of motion, he would 

be allowed to put the question. 


POINT OF 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
handed in a question asking if a certain 
Minister would grant a Return in regard 
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Private Bill 


to agricultural rates. 


‘COMMONS} 


Business. yO 


In the question | provement of the district ; and for other 


he set forth the Return asked for in full, | purposes,” read the first time ; to be read 
and when a question is handed in in that | a second time. 


way it is usually treated as a notice of | 


motion for a Return. Of course 
there will be no objection to the hon. 
Member putting a question at the end of 
the other questions as to whether the 
Minister will grant the Return. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


ALDEBURGH CORPORATION (WATER) 
BILL. 

*'To enable the Mayor, Aldermen, and 
3urgesses of the borough of Aldeburgh 
to acquire the undertaking of the Alde- 
burgh Waterworks Company, Limited ; 
and to construct waterworks and supply 
water ; and for other purposes,” read the 
first time : to be read a second time. 


ALDERSHOT GAS AND WATER BILL. 

“To empower the Aldershot Gas and 
Water Company to enter into agreements 
for the wCGUisit lon of the undertaking ot 
the York ‘Town and Blackwater Gas and 
Coke Company, Limited ; and to raise 
additional capital: and for other pur- 
read the first time ; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 


poses, ” 


ALEXANDRA (NEWPORT AND SOUTH 
WALES) DOCKS AND RAILWAY BILL. 
To empower the Alexandra (Newport 
and South Wales) Docks and Railway 
Company to extend their existing South 
Dock, and to construct an entrance lock 
basin, river walls. railways, and other 
works; for changing the name of the 
company ; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time: and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


BINGLEY URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
BILL. 

“To authorise the Urban District 
Council of Bingley to purchase the under- 
taking of the Cullingworth Gas Com- 
pany, Limited; to make certain street 


works ; and to make better provision for 
the health, local government, and im- 


BLACKBURN CORPORATION BILL. 

“For extending the boundaries of the 
County Borough of Blackburn : and to 
authorise the Corporation of — that 
Borough to reconstruct Tramways and 
to construct new Tramways in the 
Borough; to make street works; to 
enlarge the Town Hall and erect an 
Assembly Room ; to erect a new Sessions 
House, Police, and Fire Brigade Sta- 
tions; to borrow money ; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time: to he 
read a second time. 


BLACKPOOL IMPROVEMENT BILL. 

* To enable the Mayor, Aldermen, and 
Burgesses of the Borough ot Black pool 
to construct additional Tramways and im- 
provements in that borough; and_ to 
make further provisions for the im- 
provement and good government of the 
said borough ; and for other purposes,’ 
read the first time : 
time. 


to be read al second 


BRADFORD CORPORATION BILL. 

“To authorise the Mayor. Aldermen, 
and Citizens of the city of Bradford, in 
the west riding of the county of York, 
to construct additional tramways, street 
improvements, and an outtall sewer, to 
acquire lands for sewage works, and to 
extend their gas works, to extend the 
city. and to make further provision for 
the health and good government of the 
city ; and for other purposes.” read the 
first time ; to be read a second time. 


BRIGHTON CORPORATION BILL. 


“To empower the Mayor, Aldermen, 
and Burgesses of the county borough of 


Brighton to purchase the Brighton 
Aquarium: and for other purposes, 


read the first time: to be read a second 


time. 
BRITISH GAS LIGHT COMPANY BILL: 


British Ga’ 


enlarge 


~ For empowering the 
Light Company, Limited. to 
their works and to expend further capita 
at Kingston-upon-Hull,” read the first 
time ; and referred to the Examiners ol 
Petitions for Private Bills. 
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BRITISH WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIE | 
AND MANUFACTURING COMPANY 
BILL. 


~To facilitate the adaptation for 
working by electrical power of the rail- 
ways of the Metropolitan Railway Com- 
pany and the Metropolitan District 
Railway Company, and for that purpose 
to confer powers on those Companies 
and on the British Westinghouse Electric 
and Manufacturing Company, Limited ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first 
time; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills. 


BURGESS HILL WATER BILL. 

“To authorise the Burgess Hill Water 
Company to construct additional water- 
works, acquire lands, and raise further 
moneys ; and for other purposes.” read 
the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills. 

BURTON-UPON-TRENT CORPORATION 
BILL. 

To alter the numbers boun 
diries of the wards of the boundaries of 
the borough of — Burton-upon-Trent ; 
and to enable the Mayor, Aldermen, and 
Burgesses of the said borough to con- 
struct tramways in the borough ; and 
further provisions for the 
good government of the borough,” read 
the first time: to be read a 
tine. 


to make 


second 


BURY CORPORATION BILL. 

“To authorise the Corporation of 
Bury to purchase and hold lands for the 
purposes of their sewage, gas, and other 
works, and to make further and better 
provision in relation to the Local Govern- 
ment of the Borough of Bury ; and for 
read the first time: to 
read a second time. 


: Ex 
otner purposes, 


BURY CORPORATION TRAMWAYS 
BILL. 

“To authorise the Corporation of 
sury to construct additional tramways 
within and adjacent to the borough ; to 
make certain street works and improve- 
ments; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time; to be read a 
tine, 


second 


CALEDONIAN ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 
“For ineorporating and conferring 
powers on the Caledonian Electrie Power | 
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Company,” read the first’ time to be 
read a second time. 


BILL. 


powers on 
] 
“pl 


CALEDONIAN RAILWAY 

“To confer further the 
Caledonian Railway Company 2 relation 
to their undertaking: to extend the 
periods for the completion ot works by 
the Caledonian. the Callander and Oban, 
the Lanarkshire and Ayrshire, the 
Lochearnhead, St. Fillans. and Comrie, 
and the Paisley and Barrhead District 
Railway Companies; and for other 
purposes,” read the first) time: and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 


CARDIFF CORPORATION BLLL. 
~'To empower the Mayer, Aldermen, 


and Burgesses of the county borough of 


Cardiff to construet new intercepting 
and other sewers; and ter other pur 
poses, read the first tin read a 


second time. 
LONDON (SPITALFIELDS 
MARKET) BILL. 

a empower the Corp rutin t the 
city of London to Cure Spitultields 
Market. with power to extend and im- 


CITY OF 


prove the same and te maintain the 
said market or sell or leas: sume 
and for other purpose- reference 
thereto,” read the first tit he read 
a second time. 

CLEVELAND AND DURHAM COUNTY 


ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 
conterring 
Durham 
read 
i time. 


* Por 
powers on the Cleveland sand 
County Electric Power Company, 
the first time; to be read a secor 


incorporating atid 


CLYDE VALLEY ELECTRICAL POWER 


BILL. 


“For incorporating and rring 
powers on the Clyde Valley blectrical 


Power Company,” read the frst time; 

to be read a second time. 

COLWYN BAY AND COLWYN URBAN 
DISTRICT GAS BILL. 

*'To provide for the transfer of the 
undertaking of the Colwyn Bay and 
District Gas Company to the Colwyn 
Bay and Colwyn Urban District Conneil, 
and to authorise that Council to stupply 
gas; and for other purposes,” read the 
first time; to be read a second tite. 
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CRAWLEY GAS BILL. to define and extend their limits of 
“For incorporating and conferring supply, to extend their powers ; and. for 


powers on the Crawley Gas Company ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first 
time; and reterred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills. 


CROMER WATER BILL. 

“For ineorporating and conferring 
powers on the Cromer Water Company” 
read the first time: and referred to the 
Examiners Petitions for Private 


Bills. 


DERBY CORPORATION BILL 
“To extend the boundaries of the 
borough ot Derby and to empower the 
Corporation to construct tramways, addi- 
tional waterworks. sewerage and sewage 
disposal works. street widenings., and 
Improvements : to Sections 43 
to 46. both inclusive. of the Derby 
Corporation Act. L877: and to confer 
further powers in regard to the health, 
t 


repeal 


local goverminent. and Luprovement 
the borough: «nd for other purposes, 
read the first tine: 


to he read a second 


time. 

DERBYSHIRE AND  NOTTINGHAM- 
SHIRE ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 
“Por incorporating and conferring 


powers on the Derbyshire and Notting- 
hamshire Electric Power Company.” 
read the tirst time: to be read a second 
time. 


DERWENT VALLEY WATER BOARD 


Bil 
‘To comer turther powers on the 
Derwent Valley Water Board with 
respect to their water undertaking : and 


for other purposes.” read the first time ; 
to be read a second time. 


CORPORATION 
BILL. 

“To authorise the Mayor, Aldermen, 
and Burgesses of the borough of Devon- 
port to purchase the undertaking of the 
Devonport Gas end Coke Company, and 
to supply vas within the borough ot 
Devonport: and for other purposes,” 
read the first time: to be read a second 
time. 


DEVONPORT (GAS) 


DEVONPORT GAS AND COKE BILL. 


“To authorise the Devonport Gas and 
Coke Company to raise additional capital, 





other purposes.” read the first time ; and 
referred to the Examiners. of Petitions for 
Private Bills. 


DISTRICT MESSENGER AND THEATRE 
TICKET COMPANY BILL. 

“To confer further powers upon the 
District Messenger and Theatre Ticket 
Company, Limited, with respect to the 
telegraphic or telephonic communica- 
tions and the conveyance of letters ; and 
for other purposes,” read the first time; 
and referred to the Examiners of Peti- 
tions for Private Bills. 


DORKING BILL. 

“For conferring further powers on 
the Dorking Gas Company,” read the 
first time: and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills. 


GAS 


DUBLIN CORPORATION (MARKETS, 


ETC.) BILL. 

“To authorise the Municipal Corpora- 
tion of the City of Dublin to establish 
and maintain a market for the sale of old 
clothes and other commodities in certain 
market buildings to be constructed and 
conveyed to them as a free gift by the 
tight Honourable Edward Cecil, Baron 
Iveagh. K.P.; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time; to be read a second 
time. 

RATES} 


DUBLIN (EQUALISATION OF 


BILL. 

“To make provision for the eq ualisa- 
tion of rates as between the City of 
Dublin and the urban districts of Rath- 
mines and Rathgar and of Pembroke 
adjoining the said city,” read the first 
time: to be read a second time. 


JAMES’ GATE BREWERY 
BILL. 


DUBLIN ST. 
TRAMWAYS 

“To authorise Arthur Guinness, Son, 
and Company (Limited), to construct 
tramways in the City of Dublin in cor 
nection with St. James's Gate Brewery, 
and to work the same and their existing 
tramways by mechanical or other power. 


to construct certain street improve 
ments; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time; and referred to the 


Examiners of Petition for Private Bills. 
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ECCLES CORPORATION BILL. 
“To enable the Mayor, Aldermen, 
and Burgesses of the borough of Eccles 
to reconstruct their existing and to con- 
struct additional tramways; to make 
street improvements ; to raise additional 
moneys by mortgage; and to make 
further provision for the good govern- 
ment of the borough.” read the first 

time ; to be read a second time. 


AND CIRENCESTER RATL- 

WAY BILL. 

“For incorporating the Fairford and 
Cirencester Railway Company; and 
authorising the construction of a railway 
trom Fairford to Cirencester ; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time: to 
be read a second time. 


FAIRFORD 


GAS LIGHT — COKE COMPANY 
*To enable the Gas Light and Coke 
Company to raise additional moneys : 
and to purchase, take, and hold lands ; 
and for other purposes.” read the first 
time; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions tor Private Bills. 
AND DISTRICT TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 

* To enable the Gateshead and District 
Tramways Company to raise additional 
eapital ; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time: and referred to the Ex- 
aminers of Petitions for Private Bills. 


GATESHEAD 


GLASGOW AND) RENFREW DISTRICT 
RAILWAY TRANSFER BILL. 
‘For transferring to and vesting in 
the Caledonian Railway Company and 
the Glasgow and South Western Railway 


Company jointly the undertaking of the | 
Glasgow and Renfrew District Railway | 


Company : and for other purposes,” 
read the first time: and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


GLASGOW AND SOUTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL. 

“For conferring further powers on 
the Glasgow and South Western Railway 
Company ; for the construetion of works 
and the acquisition of lands, and for the 
purchase of Troon Harbour; for em- 
powering them to raise additional capital ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first 
time ; 
Petitions for Private Bills. 


125 Fesruary 1901} 


and referred to the Examiners of | 
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GOLBORNE GAS BILL. 

“For incorporating and conterring 
powers on the Golborne Gas Company, 
read the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


GRAVESEND GAS BILL. 

“To convert and consolidate the ex- 
isting capital of the Gravesend and 
Milton Gaslight Company ; to conter 
further powers upon that company ; and 
for other purposes,” read the first 
time; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills. 


GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY BILL. 

* To enable the Great Central Railway 
Company to make new railways and 
other works ; to aequire additional lands ; 
to extend the time for the compulsory 
purchase of certain lands. tor the com- 
pletion of certain railways. and for the 
sale of the superfluous lands ef the Man- 
chester, South Junction, and Altrincham 
tailway Company, and the Wrexham, 
Mold, and Connah’s Quay Ratlway Com- 
pany: to confer further powers upon 


the Nottingham Joint Station Com- 
mittee: and for other purposes.” read 
the first time: and referred to the 


Examiners of Petitions tor Private Bills. 


GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 

* To authorise the Great Eastern Rail- 
way Company to execute further works 
and to purchase additional lands: to 
sanction and confirm the purchase of 
certain lands ; to confer further powers 
upon the Company and the Great Nor- 
thern and Great Eastern Joint Com- 
mittee ; to extend the periods limited by 
former Acts for the purchase of lands 
and the construction ot works by the 
Company ; to provide for the consolida- 
tion of certain preference stoeks of the 


‘Company ; and for other purposes,” read 


the first time: and referred to the Ex 
aminers of Petitions for Private Bills. 
GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY BILL. 
“To conter turther powers upon the 
Great Northern Railway Company,” 
read the first time: and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 
GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY BILL 
* For conferring further powers upon 
the Great Western Railway Company in 
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respect 
upon that Company and the London 
and North Western Railway Company 
in of undertakings in) which 
they are jointly interested, and upon the 
Great Western and Great Central Rail- 
ways Joint Committee in respect of 
their undertaking : for vesting the un- 
dertakings of the Devon and Somerset 
and the Bridport Railway Companies in 
the Great Western Railway Company : 
for transterring to that Company the 
powers of the Windsor and Ascot Railway 
Company and extending the time for the 
construction of the authorised railways 
of that Company : for empowering the 
Lambourn Vallev Railway Company to 
raise turther MLONeVS | and for other 
purposes.” read the first time; and re- 
ferred to the Examiners of Petitions tor 
Private Bills. 


respect 


HARTLEPOOLS GAS AND WATER 
TRANSFER BILL. 

“To outhorise the sale ot the under- 
takings of the Hartlepool Gas and Water 
Company to the Corporations of Hartle- 
pool and West Hartlepool; and to em- 
power those Corporations to supply gas 
and water within the boroughs of Hartle- 
pool and West Hartlepool and places 
adjacent thereto.” read the first time; 
to be read a second time. 


HECK MONDWIKE GAS 
BILL. 


‘To constitute and incorporate a 
joint Board tor the urban districts of 
Heckimondwike and Liversedge, in the 
West Riding ot the county of York, and 
to transter to and vest in such joint 
Board the undertaking of the Heck- 
mondwike Gas Company ; and tor other 
purposes,” read the first time; to 
read a second time. 


(TRANSFER) 


he 


HONLEY URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
(GAS) BILL. 

* To transfer to and vest in the Honley 
Urban District Council the undertaking 
of the Honley Gas Company (Limited), 
and te confer upon that Council powers 
for the supply of gas; and for other 
purposes, read the first time: to 
read a second time. 


he 


HORLEY DISTRICT GAS BILL. 


* For incorporating and conferring | 


rpon the Horley District Gas 


powers 


of their own undertaking, and‘ 
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Company ; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time; and referred to the Ex 


anuners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


HULL, BARNSLEY, AND WEST RIDING 
JUNCTION RAILWAY AND DOCK 
BILL. 

* To authorise the Hull, Barnsley. and 
West Riding Junction Railway and Dock 
Company to construct new railways ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first 
time: and referred to the Examiners 
ot Petitions tor Private Bills. 


HUMBER COMMERCIAL RAILWAY 
AND DOCK BILL. 

* For authorising the construetion of a 
dock, sea walls.railways, and other works 
adjoining the existing docks at Grimsby. 
in the county of Lincoln, to be called the 
Humber Commercial Railway and dock : 
and for other purposes,” read the first 
time ; to be read a second time. 


ILKESTON AND HEANOR WATER 
BOARD BILL. 

“To constitute a Joint Board repre 
sentative of the Corporation of Ikeston 
and the Heanor Urban District Council 
with power to acquire the undertaking 
of the Meerbrook Sough Company. and 
to construct works for intercepting and 
distributing the waters of the Meerbrook 
Sough ; and for other purposes,” 
the first time: to be read a second time. 


read 


IRISH PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH BILL. 

‘To extend the powers of the trustees 
of the Presbyterian Church in Ireland in 
relation to the investment of money and 
the accepting, taking, and holding ot 
property ; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time; to read a 
time. 


be second 


KETTERING URBAN DISTRICT WATER 
BILL. 

“To empower the Urban District 
Council of Kettering to construct addi 
tional waterworks ; and for other pur 
read the first time ; 
second time. 


poses, to be read 2 


KINGSCOURT, KEADY, AND ARMAGH 
RAILWAY BILL. 

* To empower the Kingscourt, Keady, 
jand Armagh Railway Company to con 
struct a new railway in the county of 
‘Monaghan, and to abandon a_ portion 


reemeey 
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995 Private Bill 
of their authorised railways ; to change 
the name of the Company ; to authorise 
the Great Northern Railway Company 
(Ireland) to work the undertaking of the 
Company and to subseribe towards their 
capital ; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


KINGSTON-UPON-HULL CORPORATION 
BILL. 

~To empower the Corporation ot 
Kingston-upon-Hull to make certain 
street works ; to construct a bridge over 
the River Hull; to lay down tramways ; 
and to confer further the 
Corporation in regard to the water supply 
health, loeal government, and improve- 
ment of the city; and tor other pur- 
read the first time; to be read a 
second time. 


powers on 


poses,” 


LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAY (DEARNE VALLEY JUNCTION 
RAILWAYS) BILL. 

“Por conterring further powers on 
the Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway 
Company with respect to the construe- 
tion of Railways, in the West Riding of 
the county of York; and for other 
purposes.’ read the first time; to be 
referred to the 
for Private Bills. 


LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAY (VARIOUS POWERS) BILL. 
“For conferring further powers on 

the Laneashire and Yorkshire Railway 
Company with relation to their own 
undertaking and upon that Company 
and the London and North Western 
Railway Company with relation to 
the Preston and Wyre Railway and 
the Great Northern Railway Company 
with relation to lands at Wakefield; 
and for other purposes,” read the first 
tine; and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills. 


BILL. 
conferring 
Gas and 
the first 
Examiners 


LEATHERHEAD GAS 
“For incorporating and 
the Leatherhead 
Lighting Company.” read 
time; and referred to the 
of Petitions for Private Bills. 


powers on 


LLANDRINDOD WELLS URBAN DIS- 
TRICT COUNCIL WATER BILL. 
“To authorise the Urban District 


Council of Llandrindod Wells to purchase 


{25 Fepruary 1901} 


Examiners otf Petitions | 


1000) 


Business. 


‘the undertaking of the Llandrindod Wells 
, Water Company; and to authorise the 
} Council to construct additional water- 
| works and to supply water within the 
district and adjoining places,” read the 


first time: to be read a second time. 
LLANDRINDOD WELLS WATER 
BILL. 


* To extend the limits of supply of the- 
Llandrindod Wells Water Company 
and to authorise the Company to con- 


struct new works; to raise further 
money ; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time; and referred to the 


Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


LONDON AND INDIA DOCKS 
(NEW WORKS) BILL. 

“To authorise the London and India 
Docks Company to construct a new 
dock and other works; and for other 
purposes.” read the first time; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 


AND NORTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL. 

“For empowering the London and 
North Western Railway Company to 
construct additional dock works at 
Garston; and tor conferring further 
powers upon that Company in_ rela- 


LONDON 


tion to their own undertaking ; and 
upon that Company and the Great 
Western Railway Company, and the 


Great Central Railway Company, in 
relation to their joint undertakings ; 
and upon the Shropshire Union Rail- 
ways and Canal Company in relation 
ito their undertaking; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 


LONDON BRIDGE WIDENING BILL 

“To empower the Corporation — of 
the City of London to widen London 
Bridge ; and for other purposes,” read 


the first time; to be read a seeond 
time. 
LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENE- 


RAL POWERS) BILL. 

“To empower the London County 
| Council to: make street improvements 
land worksand to purchase lands in the 
| administrative county of London; and 





{001 Private Bill 
for other .purposes,” read the 
time: to be read a second time. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (SPITAL- 
FIELDS MARKET) BILL. 

“To empower the London County 
‘ouncil to acquire Spitalfields Market, in 
the parish of Christchurch, Spitalfields ; 
and to make various provisions with 
reference thereto,” read the first time ; 
ito be read a second time. 


LONDON RIVERSIDE PISHMARKET 
, Ahae 

“Te confirm and give effect to an 
agreement for the sale and transfer of 
the London Riverside Fishmarket to 
tthe Mayor and Commonalty and Citizens 
of the City of London; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time; to be 
read a second time. 


LONDON, TILBURY, AND SOUTHEND 


RAILWAY BILL. 
“To confer further powers upon 
ithe London, Tilbury, and Southend 


Railway Company ; and for other pur- 
poses,” read the first time ; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 


LONDON WATER (PURCHASE) BILL. 

“To empower the London County 
‘Council to acquire the undertakings of 
the London Water Companies; and 
for other purposes,” read the first time ; 
ito be read a second time. 


LONG EATON GAS BILL. 


“For incorporating and conferring 
powers on the Long Eaton Gas Com- 
pany,’ read the first time ; and referred 
ito the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 


MANSFIELD CORPOKATION BILL. 

*'To empower the Corporation of 
Mansfield to make a street widening, 
itu authorise the Corporation to acquire 
the undertaking of the Mansfield Wood- 
house Gas Light and Coke Company, 
Limited, to make further provisions 
with respect to their gas, water, and 
‘electrical undertakings, to confer fur- 
‘ther powers in regard to streets, build- 
nes. and sewers, and the health, local 
‘government, and improvement of the 


borough; and for other purposes,”” read 


{COMMONS} 
first 


Business. 1002 


the first time; to be read a second 


‘ time. 


METROPOLITAN DISTRICT 


BILL. 

“To empower the Metropolitan Dis- 
trict Railway Company to provide for 
the conversion and adaptation of their 
railway for being worked by electric 
traction; to create a debenture stock 
with a first charge upon the under. 
taking of the company; to limit the 
dividend on their five per cent. preference 
stock ; to apply existing capital ; and 
for other purposes,” read the first time: 
and referred to the Examiners of Peti- 
tions for Private Bills. 


RAILWAY 


METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC SUPPLY 
BILL. 
“To confer further powers on the 


Metropolitan Electric Supply Company, 
Limited, with respect to the supply of 


electrical energy; and for other pur- 
poses,’ read the first time; and re. 


ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills. 


RAILWAY BILL. 
further upon 
tailway Company in 


METROPOLITAN 
“To conter 
the Metropolitan 


pt We»rs 


‘relation to their own undertaking, and 


upon that Company and the Harrow 
and Uxbridge Railway Company in 
relation to the Harrow and Uxbridge 
Railway; to revive and extend the 
powers for the purchase of land and 
the completion of certain authorised 
railways and works by the two Com- 
panies ; and for other purposes,” read 
the first time; and referred to the Ex- 
aminers of Petitions for Private Bills. 


METROPOLITAN WATER COMPANIES 
(AMENDMENT OF ACTS) BILL. 
“To extend the provisions of the 

Staines Reservoirs Acts of 1896 and 

1898 relating to the purchase of the 

undertakings of certain metropolitan 

water companies by any public body 


or trustees.” read the first time: to be 
read a second time. 
MIDLAND RAILWAY BILL. 
“To confer additional powers upon 


the Midland Railway Company and 
upon the Norfolk and Suffolk Joint 
Railways Committee, and upon the 
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Business. 1004 


Midland and Great Northern Railways | acquisition of lands; and for vesting in 


Joint Committee, for the construction 
of works and the acquisition of lands ; 
and for other purposes,’ read the first 
time; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills. 


the Company the Goole and Marshland 
Light Railway and the Isle of Axholme 


| Light Railway ; and for other purposes,” 


read the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 





MOND GAS BILL. 

“To incorporate and confer powers ; 
on the South Staffordshire Mond Gas|_ “ To empower the Notting Hill Electric 
(Power and Heating) Company; and | Lighting Company, Limited, to acquire 
for other purposes,” read the first time ; | lands and to erect and work generating 
to be read a second time. | stations ; and for other purposes,” read 
ithe first time; and referred to the 
| Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 





NOTTING HILL ELECTRIC LIGHTING 
BILL. 


' NEATH HARBOUR BILL. 


“To reduce and regulate the amount | 
of the debt upon the Neath Harbour | HEALTH BILL. 
Undertaking ; and for other purposes,’ 


oecryy 
read the first time ; to be read a second _, To confer further powers on the 
eke |Corporation of Paisley, and to make 


‘further provision for the regulation 
|of streets and buildings and the police 
‘and public health administration of the 

“To incorporate trustees for the | burgh ; and for other purposes,” read 
maintenance and improvement of the) the first time ; to be read a second time. 
Port and Harbour of Newry, Newry 
River, and Newry Canal; to transfer 
to them the Undertaking of the Newry 
Navigation Company; to authorise the 
trustees to borrow money; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time; to 
be read a second time. 


PAISLEY POLICE AND PUBLIC 


NEWRY PORT AND HARBOUR 
TRUST BILL. 


| PEMBROKE URBAN DISTRICT COUN- 
CIL (COUNTY OF DUBLIN) BILL. 

“To confer powers on the urban 
district council of Pembroke in the 
county of Dublin with respect to sanitary 
/matters, streets, buildings, and other 
‘matters for the good government of 
their district, and to borrow moneys ; 
‘and for other purposes,” read the first 
time ; to be read a second time. 


NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY BILL. 

“To confer further powers on the 
North British Railway Company in 
connection with their undertaking; to. ” y 
authorise the widening of portions of PETERSFIELD AND SELSEY GAS BILL. 
their Monkland Railway and the con-| ‘‘ For supplying with gas the urban 
struction of new railways; to authorise | district of Petersfield, the parish of Selsey, 
the said Company to accquire additional | and other places in the counties of South- 
lands; to close and discontinue the ampton and Sussex,’”’ read the first 
Harbour of Leven; and for other pur- | time; to be read a second time. 
poses,” read the first time; and re- 
ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for | RHYL BRIDGE BILL. 
Private Bills. | “To authorise the reconstruction of 

‘the bridge over the River Clwyd con- 

NORTH EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. | structed under the powers of the Rhyl 

“To confer additional powers upon | Bridge Act, 1861; and for other pur- 
the North Eastern Railway Company | poses,” read the first time ; to be read a 
for the construction of new railways | second time. 
and other works and the acquisition of sicacial " 
additional lands, and upon that Com RHYL IMPROVEMENT BELL. 
pany and the Midland and Lancashireand| ‘‘To authorise the urban district 
Yorkshire Railway Companies in re-| council of Rhyl to construct additional 
spect of their Normanton Station; and waterworks and to make further pro- 
upon the Hull Joint Stock Committee | vision in regard to the health, local 
for the execution of works and the) government, improvement, and_finance 
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of the urban district; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time; to be 
read a second time. 


RICHMOND GAS BILL. 

“To authorise the Richmond Gas 
Company to raise additional capital, to 
convert their existing capital, to enlarge 
their works, to amend their existing 
Acts ; and for other purposes,” read the 
first time and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills. 
RICKMANSWORTH AND UXBRIDGE 

VALLEY WATER BILL. 
‘For extending the limits of supply 


of and conferring further powers upon 
the Rickmansworth and Uxbridge Valley 


Water Company; and for other pur- | 


poses,” read the first time ; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills. 

WATER AND ELECTRIC 
POWER BILL. 


SHANNON 


‘For incorporating and conferring | 


powers on the Shannon Water and 
Electric Power Company ; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time; to be 
read a second time. 


SHIPLEY IMPROVEMENT BILL. 


“To confirm the purchase of the 
undertaking of the Shipley Gaslight 
Company by the Urban District Council 
of Shipley ; to authorise the construc- 
tion of tramways, cold air stores, and 
street improvements; to make further 
provision with regard to the water and 
electric light undertakings of the council 
and the health and local government of 
the district,”’ read the first time; to be 
read a second time. 


SHIREOAKS, LAUGHTON, AND 
MALTBY RAILWAY BILL. 

For making a railway in the west 

riding of the county of York from the 

Great Central Railway at Shireoaks to 

Maltby ; and for other purposes,” read 

the first time ; to be read a second time. 


““ 


WINCHESTER 
RAIL 


SOUTHAMPTON AND 
GREAT WESTERN JUNCTION 
WAY BILL. 

“For making a railway between Win- 
chester and Southampton to be called the 
Southampton and Winchester Great 
Western Junction Railway ; 


{COMMONS} 


and for | 


1006 


Business. 


| other purposes,’’ read the first time ; to be 
read a second time. 


SOUTH METROPOLITAN GAS BILL. 


“To empower the South Metropolitan 
Gas Company to raise additional capital, 
and to purchase by agreement so much 
of the southern portion of the under- 
taking of the Gas Light and Coke Com- 
pany as is situate in the county of London 
south of the Thames; and for other 
purposes,” read the first time; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 


STALYBRIDGE, HYDE, MOSSLEY, AND 
DUKINFIELD, TRAMWAYS AND 
ELECTRICITY BOARD BILL. 


oon 


0 constitute and incorporate a Joint 
Board consisting of representatives of 
the Corporations of Stalybridge, Hyde, 
Mossley, and Dukinfield ; and to autho- 
rise the Board to construct and work 
Tramways and to supply electrical energy 
within the boroughs of Stalybridge, 
Hyde, Mossley, and Dukinfield ; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time ; to 
be read a second time. 


STRATFORD-UPON-AVON, TOWCESTER, 
AND MIDLAND JUNCTION EAST 
AND WEST JUNCTION, AND EVES. 
HAM, REDDITCH, AND STRATFORD. 
UPON-AVON JUNCTION RAILWAY 
COMPANIES BILL. 

“To authorise the sale of the under- 
takings of the East and West Junction, 
the Evesham, Redditch, and Stratford: 
upon-Avon Junction, and the Stratford- 
upon-Avon, ‘Towcester, and Midland 
Junction Railway Companies,”’ read the 
first time; to be read a second time. 


STROUD GAS BILL. 

~“ To authorise the Stroud Gas Light 
and Coke Company to convert their 
existing capital, to raise additional capital, 
to amend their existing Act; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time: 
and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 


SWANAGE GAS AND WATER BILL. 

“For incorporating and _ conferring 
powers on a Company, to be called the 
Swanage Gas and Water Company, and 
to authorise the transfer to that Company 
of certain existing gasworks and water- 
works and powers in the parish of Swan- 
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age, in the county of Dorset, and the | Thames, in the administrative county 
eonstruction of additional waterworks ; | of London, to the London County Council, 
and for other purposes,” read the first | and to make provision for a service of 
time ; to be read a second time. boats for passengers and parcels; and 


: | for other purposes,” read the first time ; 
SWANSEA HARBOUR BILL. to be read a second time. 


“To authorise the Swansea Harbour | 
Trustees to make a new dock, enlarge; TORRINGTON AND OAKHAMPTON 
and extend the half-tide basin of the | RAILWAY BILL. 
south dock, and construct new railways, | “To extend the time for the compul- 
to extend the limits of the harbour ; and sory purchase of lands for and comple- 
for other purposes,” read the first time; | tion of the railways authorised by the 
to be read a second time. Torrington and Oakhampton Railway 
a | Act, 1895, and the Torrington and 
TAFF VALE RAILWAY BILL. Oakhampton Railway Act, 1398, and 
; ; to change the name of the Torrington 
Vale Railway Company with reference ,and Oakhampton Railway Company ; 
to the acquisition of lands and the con- | and for other purposes,” read the first 
struction of works; and for other pur- time; and referred to the Examiners 
poses,” read the first time ; and referred | of Petitions for Private Bills. 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private | 
Bills. | TOTTENHAM AND HAMPSTEAD JUNC- 
TION RAILWAY BILL. 
“ For empowering the Tottenham and 
ampstead Junction Railway Company 
widen a portion of their railway ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first 
time ; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills. 


“To enlarge the powers of the Taff, 


TEES VALLEY WATER BOARD BILL. 

“To confer further powers on the yy 
Tees Valley Water Board in relation to 4, 
the supply of water,” read the first time ; 
to be read a second time. 


TENDRING HUNDRED WATER BILL, 
“To extend the limits of supply of the . pina idle ol 
teadting Hundred Waterworks. Com-| WALLASEY IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
pany; to authorise that Company to) “To empower the Wallasey Urban 
construct new works; to raise further | District Council to construct a railway 
money ; and for other purposes,” read | to their gasworks, and to make further 
the first time; and referred to the provision in regard to the health, local 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. government, and improvement of the dis- 
trict and the borrowing of money ; and 
THAMES DEEP WATER DOCK BILL. for other purposes,”’ read the first time ; 
“To revive the powers and extend to be read a second time. 
the periods for the compulsory purchase 
of lands for and for the completion of Warts CORPORATION WATER BILL. 
the dock and works authorised by the, SS : 
Thames Deep Water Dock Act, 1881 ; To authorise the Mayor, Aldermen 
and for other purposes,” read the first and Citizens of the city of Wells to pus 
time: and referred to the Examiners of | chase the undertaking of the Wells 


Petitions for Private Bills. Water Company, Limited, to construct 
additional waterworks ; and to supply 
THAMES LIGHTERMEN BILL. ' water within their city, and the neigh- 


“To make further provisions with bourhood thereof; and for other pur- 
reference to the working and navigating poses,” read the first time ; to be read a 
of lighters and barges in the Port of second time. 

London and on the River Thames,” read 
the first time; to be read a second time. | WELLS WATER BILL. 


THAMES PIERS AND RIVER SERVICE| “ To incorporate and confer powers on 
one nee BILL. ‘the Wells Water Company,’ read the first 


“To provide for the transfer of certain | time ; and referred to the Examiners of 
piers and landing places on the River | Petitions for Private Bills. 


2R2 


1010 


Petitions. 


1009 {COMMONS} 


WEST CUMBERLAND ELECTRIC COMMONS. 
f TRAMWAYS BILL. | Ordered,” That a Select Committee be 
“To incorporate the West Cumber- | appointed to consider every Report made 
land Electric Tramways Company ; and| hy the Board of Agriculture certifying 
to empower the Company to make /| the expediency of any Provisional Order 
tramways, tramroads, and street 1m-|for the enclosure or regulation of a 
provements, and to erect generating common, and presented to the House 
stations, and to supply electricity ; and during the last or present Sessions, before 
for other purposes,” read the first time ; | Bill be brought in for the confirmation 


Petitions. 


to be read a second time. 


WEST SURREY WATER BILL. 
‘For extending the limits of supply 
of the West Surrey Water Company and 
for authorising that Company to raise 
additional capital; and for other pur- 
poses,” read the first time ; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 


WOLVERHAMPTON AND CANNOCK 
CHASE RAILWAY BILL. 

‘For making a railway in the county 
of Stafford from Wolverhampton to 
Great Wyrley ; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time ; to be read a second 
time. 


WOLVERHAMPTON CORPORATION 
WATER BILL. 

“To empower the Corporation of 
Wolverhampton to construct additional 
waterworks, to extend their limits for 
the supply of water, and to make further 


provision in regard to their water under- | 
taking ; and for other purposes,” read | 


the first time ; to be read a second time. 


YORKSHIRE 
“For incorporating and conferring 
powers on the Electric Power (Yorkshire) 


ELECTRIC POWER BILL. | 


of such Order. 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to 
‘the Committee that they have power in 
respect of each such Provisional Order 
to inquire and report to the House 
whether the same should be confirmed by 
| Parliament ; and, if so, whether with or 
| without modification, and in the event of 
‘their being of opinion that the same 
should not be confirmed, except subject 
to modifications, to report such modifi- 
cations accordingly with a view to such 
' Provisional Order being remitted to the 
Board of Agriculture. 


Ordered, That the Committee do con- 
sist of Twelve Members; Seven to be 
nominated by the House, and Five by the 
Committee of Selection. 


Ordered, That the Committee have 
power to send for persons, papers, and 
records. 

Ordered, That Five be the quorum.— 
(Sir William Walrond.) 


PETITIONS. 

BEER BILL. 

® Petition from Berwick, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


Company,” read the first time ; to be read | 


a second time. 


SELECTION (BY ORDER). 
Ordered, That the 
Selection do consist of Eleven Members:— 
Mr. Blake, Mr. Sydney Buxton, Sir John 
Dorington, Sir William Hart- Dyke, 
Dr. Farquharson, Mr. M‘Kenna, Sir 
Edward Reed, Sir Mark M‘Taggart 
Stewart, Mr. Wharton, Mr. Wodehouse, 
and the Chairman of the Select Com- 
mittee on Standing Orders were accord- 
ingly nominated Members of the Com- 
mittee.—(Mr. Halsey.) 


Committee of’) 


-ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (HIGHER 
| GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUA- 
| TION SCHOOLS). 

Petitions for alteration of Law, from 
Tipton ; Brighouse; Stratton St. Mar- 
| garet ; Walsall ; and Sheffield ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


/POOR LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUA- 


TION ACT, 1896. 
Petitions for alteration of Law, from 
Egham; Strood; Easthampstead; 


Rochester ; Sheffield; Shanklin; and 
| Sandown ; to lie upon the Table. 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO | SOUTH AFRICA. 
CHILDREN BILL. | Copy presented, of Telegram from Sir 
Petitions in favour, from Strood’;| A. Milner to the Secretary of State for 
Rochester (two) ; and Skelton and Stang | War relating to reported outrage on 
how ; to lie upon the Table. | Esau at Calvinia [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. TREATY SERIES (No. 3, 1901). 
shia Copy presented, of Accession of the 


_ — . Speier Kingdom of Sweden to the Venice Sani- 
NEBRIATE RETREATS (RULES FOR § . : ‘ 2A 
' MANAGEMENT). 'tary Convention of 19th March, 1897, 

Copy presented, of Regulations made | and to the Declaration additional thereto 
with the approval of the Secretary of | of 24th January, 1900 ; 7 —— 
State for the Home Department, for the | ee [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Domestic Management of the Corn- | **”¢- 
greaves Hall Retreat, licensed as a retreat aig TS U IAL § . 
under the Inebriates Acts, 1879 to 1899 | — REPORTS ( copia _ — 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. | Copy presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 

: sular Reports, Annual Series, No. 2558 


| [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 





MILK AND CREAM REGULATIONS. | 
Copy presented, of Report of the. ARMY ESTIMATES, 1901-1902. 
Departmental Committee appointed by | Copy presented, of Army Estimates of 
the Board of Agriculture to inquire and Effective and Non-Effective Services for 
report upon the desirability of Regula-|the year ending 31st March, 1902 [by 
tions, under Section 4 of the Sale of Food | Command] ; to lie upon the Table, and to 
and Drugs Act, 1899, for Milk and | be printed. [No. 41.] 
Cream, with Copy of Minute appointing | 
the Committee [by Command]; to lie) ARMY (ORDNANCE FACTORIES, 
upon the Table. 1901-1902). 
Copy presented, of the sum required 
ARMY (ORDNANCE FACTORIES) fF the year ending 31st March, 1902, 
(APPROPRIATION ACCOUNT). to defray the Expense of the Ordnance 
Factories [by Command] ; to lie upon the 


Appropriation Account sented, of : 5 
th anit an dace ‘Table, and to be printed. [No. 42.] 


the sums granted by Parliament for the | 
expense of the Ordnance Factories, the | PAPERS LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
cost of the productions of which have! ~ HE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 

penpocag Mae g age for the year | 1. Charitable Endowments (London). 
gg Ft i of th 19 rs —— peor ;—Further Return relative thereto 
the Heport of the Comptroller an [ordered 2nd August, 1894 ; Mr. Francis 


Auditor General thereon [by Act]; to |g... ‘ : i 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. \eaaocrpenrncs alin gts sania givers 


[No. 40. ] 


| 
| 


| 2. Inquiry into Charities (County of 
| Carnarvon).—Further Return relative 
COLONIAL STATISTICS. | thereto {ordered 10th February, 1898 ; 
|Mr. Grant Lawson]; to be printed. 
Copy presented, of Statistical Tables | [No. 44,] 
relating to the Colonial and other Posses- | 


sions of the United Kingdom. Part | AMERICAN MAIL SERVICE. 


XXIII. for the years 1897-8 [by Com- | 


mand] ; to lie upon the Table. Return ordered, “* showing the number 


'of days, hours, and minutes occupied in 

5 ; ' _the transit of the Royal Mails both out 

ARMY (SOUTH AFRICA) (SUPPLE- | ward and inward carried during the year 
MENTARY DESPATCHES). | ; 

: | 1900 by steamships between Queenstown 

Copy presented, of Supplementary | and New York, and also between South- 


- Despatches relating to the War in South | ampton and New York ; the Return to 


Africa [by Command]; to lie upon the | specify the names of the steamers, and to 


Table. indicate by asterisks or otherwise those 
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not carrying Mails under Contract.’”’— | to escape from the compound at the Wes- 


Questions. 


Questions. {COMMONS} 


(Sir John Leng.) 


QUESTIONS. 


| selton Mine, at Kimberley, on 29th Octo- 
ber last, resulting in the death of one 
Kaffir, Titsane, and the wounding of 
several others ; whether he is aware that 
hate \it appears from the evidence that the 

SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—BOER | guards of the mines, and also fourteen 
PRISONERS AT GRASPAN. | men of the Royal Dublin Fusiliers under 

Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg to | Sergeant Howard, and by the orders of 
ask the Secretary of State for War | Major W. Roper-Caldbeck, took part in 
whether his attention has been drawn to | the chase and shooting of the Kaffirs ; 


a public statement, alleged to have been | 
made on 18th December last, by a British | 
officer recently returned from South | 
Africa, to which publicity was given but | 
no contradiction, that while in charge of | 
some Boer prisoners at Graspan, a lot of | 


whether he can state under what laws 
of Cape Colony or of this country guards 
of mines are empowered to shoot down 
men who are trying to escape from a civil 
contract ; whether it is permissible under 
the Army Regulations for officers and men 


‘innocent Dutchmen came in Cape carts | of His Majesty’s Regular Army or other 
to see their friends and relations, that he | forces to aid in recapturing natives try- 
let them all come in but did not let any | ing to escape from the mines and com- 
out, and that they went to St. Helena | pounds ; whether he wil] direct steps to 
with the rest ; and whether he will take| be taken to secure the punishment of 


steps publicly to contradict such a state- | all whose participation in this affair 


ment or otherwise deal with the alleged 
author of it. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): My attention was called to this 
statement a few days ago, and I at once 
asked for an explanation. The officer in 
question states that as a fact, when in 
charge of the Boer prisoners at Graspan, | 
a Boer ambulance being near, a number | 
of Boers, fully armed, came up, and 
seizing red cross badges put them on and 
said they were doctors. They were 
examined by the Provost-Marshal, and 
were found equally inaccurate in respect 
of their names and professions, they 
being in each particular contradicted by 
the true members of the ambulance. 
They were consequently retained as 
prisoners. The officer in question, in 
speaking of them as innocent, explains 
that he spoke ironically, and no doubt the 
fact that he spoke after dinner prevented 
his being over cautious in his choice of 
language. He has been warned to be 
more careful. 





| 


ALLEGED SHOOTING OF KAFFIRS AT 





KIMBERLEY. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether his attention has 
been called to the shooting of a number of 
indentured Kaffirs who were attempting 





| constituted an offence, and to make such 
action to enforce the civil contracts en- 
tered into by natives impossible. |. |; [h,.; 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I intend making in- 
quiries, and will let the hon. Gentleman 
know the result. 


Mr. CHANNING : Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say when he is likely to get 
the particulars ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : No, Sir. 


COLONIAL CONTINGENTS—RATE OF 
PAY. 

Captain LEE (Hampshire, Fareham): 

I beg to ask the Secretary of State 

for the Colonies if he can state whether 

the rate of pay, namely, 5s. per diem, 

now drawn by colonial troops in South 

Africa, is less than the current rate of 

wages for the lowest class of white 
labour in such colonies. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Five shil- 
lings a day is undoubtedly less than the 
average rate of daily wages for unskilled 
white labour in the colonies from which 
these troops have been sent. 


COLONIAL CONTINGENTS—ALLEGED 
INSUBORDINATION. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon 


shire, Eifion) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
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Ves- of State for War which were the two| Mr. BRODRICK: The incident of the 
cto- Colonial Corps among whom Lord insubordination was a mistake in regard 
one Kitchener, in his telegram of 21st Janu- to the discharge of the corps, and the 
; of ary, stated there had been insubordina-| matter was fully explained in Lord 
that tion ; what were the periods of serviee for | Kitchener’s telegram. I confess I think 
the which the men who refused to march | that further reference to it is absolutely 
een had engaged ; and what was the cause of | unnecessary. 
\der the insubordination. 
s of Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: That is not 
t in Mr. BRODRICK: Lord Kitchener: the question. The right hon. Gentleman 
irs ; gave a full account in his telegram of does not explain what I want to know. 
aws 21st December of the insubordination ‘I am entitled as a Member of the House 
rds which occurred in certain South African to an answer giving the information | 
wn colonial corps owing toa mistake in carry- ask for—namely, for what period of 
ivil ing out their discharge. He also in-| service were these men engaged ? 
der formed us of the way in which Lord : 
nen Roberts dealt with it, and I think that) Mr. BRODRICK: I do not know the 
ew quite sufficient notice has been taken of period of service, because I have not 
Ty- this matter, and I agree with Lord asked for the name of the corps. I may 
ma Kitchener’s words—— ' | seers ip Cage that the hon. —— 
. ves —— : ; rought this accusation against another 
a oe mais ge gow eg fate ter saath — ee er ae 
air applies to questions—namely, that they Pesce 
ich must not involve matters of opinion— 
“gi also applies to answers. PAY OF SOLDIERS CAPTURED AT 
17g) MAGERSFONTEIN. 
ie *Mr. SPEAKER: As the hon. Member Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee) : I beg to 
a stopped the right hon. Gentleman I did wile thee Suevetiaty of Shake rm War 
mi “a none the whole of what he was going | whether British soldiers who were taken 
an ee prisoners at Magersfontein, and _ re- 
Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: He said he ™#ined so until released in June, 1900, 
agrees with something Lord Kitchener | have yet received their pay for the time 
mn. said. I never asked him that. during which they were prisoners ; and 
zet whether, seeing that according to the 
*Mr. SPEAKER: As I understand the regulations pay is not allowed for the 
right hon. Gentleman in his answer was | period during which soldiers have been 
adopting some words used by another prisoners until a court of inquiry has 
F person, that is not out of order. decided whether they were to — 7 
5 a Sis .. . not, a court of inquiry has yet been he 
): ‘igor lt og IS: My point is, jp the case of the Magersfontein prisoners; 
te ‘ and, if so, whether, on their being found 
a Mr. BRODRICK : The words which’ | 20t to blame, their arrears of pay will be 
n, quote from Lord Kitchener are neces- Promptly paid. 
th sary in order to convey to the House the ’ ee . 
of decion at which I have arrived. Lord; M8. BRODRICK: Courts of enquiry 
te Kitchener said, ‘‘ It is considered a cruel | °T@ known to have been held on — 
thing to make public an incident which | these prisoners, sae rier baie ee 
1. all regret and which subsequent bril-| es pane ena a arene 
a liant services in the field of the South | we sy heater , nici Se aa 
cd African force have entirely obliterated.” | a arr cone tly oie thes i rapa 
+h I agree with those words, and I do not pone my 1 se poser pay dt 
think it is in the public interest that I | 7°" cited unles the man is proved to 
should ask the name of the corps. _ have been taken prisoner through his own 
‘neglect or misconduct, it is not likely 
, Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: The right | that any men are still without their pay. 
hon. Gentleman has not answered the If the hon. Member will give me any 
v3 point—What was the cause of the insub-| instances I will have them, inquired 
ry ordination ? | into. 
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TRANSPORT — TREATMENT OF 
WOUNDED VOLUNTEERS. 


Sir BARRINGTON SIMEON (South- 
ampton): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether, taking into con- 
sideration the reply which he gave to a 


Questions, 


question on 30th December, 1900, on | 
the subject of transport for Volunteers | 


returning from South Africa, a wounded 
Volunteer sent down to Capetown and 
discharged there, finding that no berth 
in a troopship returning home was avail- 
able for six or seven weeks, was not 


justified in obtaining a trooper’s passage | 


home in the next ordinary steamer 
sailing after his discharge ; and whether, 
considering the expense to which such 
Volunteer would have been put had he 
remained for six or seven weeks in 
enforced idleness at Capetown waiting 
for a troopship, the 4 Secretary of 


State will give directions for the ex- | 
penses of the journey of such Volunteer ' 


being refunded wholly or in part. 


Mr. BRODRICK: A report on the 
particular case referred tc by my hon. 
friend has been called for. 


“PEACE COMMISSIONERS ”—THE 
REV. ADRIAN HOFMEYER. 


Ir. PIRIE: I beg to ask the Secretary | 


of State for the Colonies whether he will 
inform himself, by cabling to South 
Africa, of the appointment of the Rev. 
Adrian Hofmeyer as Peace Commissioner 
to the Transvaal : and if he can state by 


what date he will be able to inform the | 


House as to the particulars of the appoint- 
ment, this person’s present whereabouts, 
and his antecedents. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I informed 
the hon. Member in reply to his previous 
question that I was cabling to Sir A 
Milner on the subject. I have now 
received his reply, and am informed 


that Mr. Hofmeyer was not sent to the | 


Transvaal as Peace Commissioner or any 
similar capacity. He was, however, 
sent to Pretoria in January, where it 
was thought that his knowledge of the 
language and the people might be of 
service to the military authorities. The 
Commander-in-Chief found no occasion 
for his services, and he returned to Cape- 
town some weeks ago. 
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| Mr. PIRIE: May I ask if Mr. Hofmeyer 
'is thesame Mr. Hofmeyer who was a 
| minister of the Dutch Reformed Church 4 


Questions. 


| Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Yes, Sir. 


THE NETHERLANDS RAILWAY. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
Boroughs) : I beg toask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies if he can state the 

attitude of the British Government 
towards the Netherlands Railway Com- 
pany, whose line runs from Delagoa 
Bay to Pretoria, and more especially 
whether it is looked upon as an asset of 
the British nation. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The position 
of the Netherlands Railway Company is 
being considered by the Transvaal Con- 
cessions Commission, and no statement 
can be made until their report has been 
made and considered. 


PAY OF TROOPS AT THE FRONT. 

Mr. PIRIE: I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War if he can state up to 
what date the troops in South Africa 
have been paid, and at what intervals 
pay is issued to troops in the field. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLgy, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): I fear | 
cannot answer the hon. Member’s ques- 
tion. Normally the soldiers’ pay is 
issued weekly. When troops are in the 
field, the periodical settlement with the 
men must frequently be interfered with 
by the conditions of active service, but no 
avoidable delay is allowed. 


IMPERIAL YEOMANRY RECRUITS— 
PHYSICAL STANDARD. 

Mr. PIRIE: I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether any physical 
| standard has been fixed for the recruits 
who are now being accepted for the 
Imperial Yeomanry ; and, if so, will he 
state what it is; and are the physical 
measurements taken of those who have 
been enlisted, can he state what is the 
average chest measurement and height, 
and whether any qualification as to 


! 


| character or antecedents is required. 


| Mr. BRODRICK : The physical stan- 
| dard and the qualifications of character 








1019 


are lai 
ruary, 
the a 
quirin 
labour 
to ask 
ment | 


SOLDI 


Mr. 
the Se 
in the 
are in 
poor | 
direct 
to the 
sent in 
which 
unions 
the rat 
case W 
inmate 


Lor! 
ber is 
soldiers 
of unio 
them t 


Mr. 


FARM 
OF ¢ 
Mr. 

the Se 

Major 

lished 

Ist No 

Venter 

plies a 

in the 

the fre 
in the 

‘women 

behind 

manda 

them 1 

starved 

be ser 
town ; 

childrer 
supplies 
vation 

whethe: 
attacks 
the tow 

Major ( 

Hague 

there sg 





1019 


are laid down in Army Order 40 of Feb- | 
ruary, 1901. I am afraid I cannot give 
the average measurements without re- | 


Questions. 


{25 FEBRUARY 1901} 
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general penalty on a population on 
account of the acts of individuals for 
which it cannot be regarded as col- 


quiring an amount of computations and | lectively responsible. 


labour which it would be unreasonable 
to ask from a heavily worked Depart- 
ment at a moment of pressure. 


SOLDIERS’ WIVES IN IRISH UNIONS. 

Mr. JOYCE (Limerick) : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether, 
in the event of women whose husbands 
are in the Army becoming inmates of 
poor law unions in Ireland, he will 
direct that any money which may accrue 
to them through their husbands, be 
sent in the first instance to the union of 
which they are inmates, so that such 
unions may be in a position to recoup 
the ratepayers to some extent, as is the 
case with Army pensioners who become 
inmates. 


Lorp STANLEY : If the hon. Mem- 
ber is aware of any cases of wives of 
soldiers in the Army becoming inmates 
of unions, I shall be glad if he will bring 
them to the notice of the War Office. 


Mr. JOYCE: I will do so. 


FARM BURNING, ETC.—OPERATIONS 
OF GENERAL BRUCE HAMILTON, 
Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: I beg to ask 

the Secretary of State for War whether 

Major General Bruce Hamilton pub- 

lished a notice at Ventersburg, dated 

Ist November, 1900, that the town of 

Ventersburg had been cleared of sup- 

plies and partly burnt, and the farms 

in the vicinity destroyed, on account of 
the frequent attacks on the railway line 
in the neighbourhood ; that the Boer 
women and children who were left 
behind should apply to the Boer com- 


mandants for food, who would supply | 


them unless they wished to see them 
starved ; and that no supplies would 
be sent from the railway to 
town ; whether the Boer women and 


children were deprived of all their food | 


supplies, and then abandened to star- 
vation as threatened in the notice ; 


whether there is any evidence that the 
attacks on the railway proceeded from | 


the town ; and whether he will inform 


Major General Bruce Hamilton that the | 
Hague Convention recommended that | 


there should be no infliction of any 


the | 


| Mr. BRODRICK: As it became evi- 
‘dent in October last that Ventersburg 
'was being used by the enemy as a base 
for supplies, from which constant attacks 
on the railway were being carried out, 
the Commander-in-Chief directed that 
houses in Ventersburg and its vicinity 
belonging to Boers away fighting should 
be destroyed, and grain and stores 
‘removed. These orders were carried 
out. The wording of General Bruce 
Hamilton’s notice, however, was not 
submitted to Lord Roberts, and was not 
approved by him. It was withdrawn 
at once. Care was taken that the women 
and children should not be abandoned 
to starvation. As regards the third and 
fourth paragraphs of the hon. Member’s 
question, the general officer commanding 
on the spot was satisfied that the attacks 
in question proceeded from the town, 
and that those who suffered were respon- 
sible. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: Is it the rule 
of the British Army that if the enemy 
occupy a town, and are driven out of it, 
the British Army are entitled to destroy 
the town and burn all the houses ? 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
Was the proclamation withdrawn before 
or after the houses had been burned 2? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The proclamation 
was, I think, put out about the time the 
houses were burned. The houses were 
burned, and the proclamation with 
regard to the treatment of the Boers 
themselves—the women and children— 
was withdrawn at once. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): What was 
done with the women and children 2? 


Mr. BRODRICK: They were treated 
in the same way as women and children 
have been treated throughout the cam- 
paign. They were given rations from 
the Army stores. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: Willthis man 


be allowed to continue in command ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
| does not arise upon the question. 





1021 Questions. 


ARGENTINE HORSES. 


Mr. PHILIPPS (Pembrokeshire): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he has official information to 
show that many of the Argentine horses 
that have been unfavourably reported 
on by the military authorities in South 
Africa were bought for less than £7 
apiece. 


Lorp STANLEY: As I have already 
explained to the House, I cannot give 
any information as to the prices paid for 
horses while purchases are still being 
made. 


CAMPS OF REFUGE. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushceliffe): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he can inform 
the House as to the number of the camps 
established by order of Lord Kitchener, 
where those whose homes have been 
destroyed and others are concentrated 
under guard; where the camps are 
situate ; what is the approximate number 
of men, women, and children respectively 
therein ; in whose hands the arrange- 
ments for the supply of provisions are 
placed ; what is the nature of the shelter 
erected ; whether relatives and others 
desiring to mitigate the situation and 
sufferings of those thus confined are 
allowed reasonable access to them ; and 
are the persons in these camps held to 
be prisoners of war. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The numbers and 
situations of the camps, or the numbers 
of protected persons in each and the 
nature of the shelter provided have not 
been reported, but it is believed that 
about 15,000 are so accommodated. 
The arrangements for the supply of 
provisions have been in the hands of the 
local military authorities, but are being 
gradually transferred to civil contract. 
The husbands and sons of deserted 
women who desire to live peacefully can 
freely join them in their laagers, and 
arrangements have been made to distri- 
bute to them any gifts sent by others. 
The protected persons are not prisoners 
of war. A full report has been called 
for. 


Mr. DILLON: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman state whether the women 
and children in these laagers are at liberty 
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|to leave them? Are they prisoners or 
are they free ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: |, They 


prisoners of war. 


Mr. DILLON: Are they free to leave 
the laagers, or are they guarded by 
sentries with bayonets ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : They come to these 
laagers for protection. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman assure us that no per- 
sons are inside these camps who have 
not come there for protection—that they 
have not been driven there ? 


“ Mr. BRODRICK: I have given the 
House all the information I can. These 
camps are voluntary camps formed for 
protection. Those who come may go. . 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS, who on again 
rising was received with loud Ministerial 
cries of ‘‘ Order,” said: When the 
Speaker calls me to order I will sit down, 
and not before. This is a free Parlia- 
ment. Will the right hon. Gentleman 
assure the House that, before we discuss} 
this matter in Committee of Supply—a 
discussion which, I am sure, he does not 
wish to burke—we shall have full in- 
formation from South Africa on this 
subject ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have already 
told the hon. Member that I have called 
for a report, and I shall be glad to give 
it as soon as possible. It has, however, 
to come from South Africa, and I can- 
not control the exact time of its arrival 
here. 


| BLOEMFONTEIN PROVOST MARSHAL 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War, whether the 
post of chief clerk to the Provost Marshal 
at Bloemfontein has been or is held by a 
person going by the name of Suther- 
land; whether the real name of this 

person is Atherstone, and as such he was 
some years ago found guilty and con- 
_demned to death for shooting a native, 
whose grave he had previously dug; 
‘and whether he was reprieved by Presl- 
dent Steyn, the death penalty being 
‘commuted to penal servitude for life, 
which sentence he was serving on the 
entry of the British troops into Bloem- 


are not 
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fontein, when he was released from the} Council, county Donegal, at which a 
convict prison, and shortly after given | resolution was passed protesting against 


the post above described. 
Mr. BRODRICK: Atherstone is an 


ex-Sergeant-Major of Royal Artillery, | 


who was discharged in 1886. He was 
convicted of murder in the Free State in 
1894 and his sentence was commuted to 
penal servitude by the late President Mr. 
Steyn. Considerable doubt, however, 
arose subsequently as to the reliability 
of the evidence on which this conviction 


was based, and on the British occupa- | 


tion of Bloemfontein it was found that 


the Executive Council had ordered his | 


release to take place in November, 1900, 
and that Mr. Steyn had informed Ather- 
stone that he would be released at an 
earlier date. Under these circumstances 
the Military Governor of the Orange 
River Colony, having after inquiry 


| the action of the War Office in accepting 

a tender for the supply of foreign meat 
for the Army instead of the native article 
marketed by those who contribute 
,towards the support and maintenance 
of the Army, and also protesting against 
the Army horses being fed on foreign 
forage, to the detriment of Irish tenant 
farmers ; and will steps be taken to 
place all future contracts as far as pos- 
sible within the United Kingdom. 


Lorp STANLEY: My attention has 
been called to the resolution referred to. 
The whole question of supply of meat 
throughout the United Kingdom is being 


' considered. 


formed the opinion that the conviction | 


could not be upheld, sanctioned the man’s 
release in March, 1900. 
quently employed in the purely clerical 
work of making out returns in the 
Provost Marshal’s office, but was in no 
sense that official's chief clerk. 


MILITIA RESERVISTS ON SERVICE 
IN SOUTH AFRICA. 


tary of State for War are the Govern- 


Mr. M‘FADDEN (Donegal, E.) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War if 
he has received a copy of a resolution 
passed at the last quarterly meeting of 


the county council of Londonderry pro- 
He was subse- | ‘ : 


testing against the recent action of the 
War Office in accepting a tender for the 


| supply of foreign meat in preference to 
‘the native article, and protesting against 
‘the supply of foreign forage to the horses 


in the Army to the loss of farmers and 


| traders in Ireland, and asking that this 


men empowered in the case of Militia- | 


men who have not received reserve pay 
to keep them longer in the service than 


twelve months; and, if not, will they } 
'a copy of the resolution referred to. 


bring home from South Africa and dis- 
charge the men of the 5th Battalion of 


the Royal Munster Fusiliers who have | 


not received reserve pay since 1889 and 
who are now serving in South Africa. 


Lorp STANLEY: The hon. 
ber’s question is not quite clear. 
are no Militia Reservists in this battalion 
called out for permanent service whose 


Mem- 


There | 


liability to serve expires before the Ist | 


July, 1901. 
Militia or Army Reserve ceases on their 
mobilisation. 


ARMY MEAT AND FORAGE 
CONTRACTS. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether his attention has been called to 
a meeting of the Innishowen District 


Reserve pay whether of | 





Mr. JOYCE: I bee to ask the Secre | policy should be changed ; and will he 
a * t : peg O ask 4 


state what steps (if any) the Government 
intend to take to remedy the matters 
complained of by this county council 
and other public bodies in Ireland. 


Lorp STANLEY : I have not received 
The whole question of the supply of meat 


in the United Kingdom is under con- 
sideration. As regards forage, I have 


|already explained to the House that all 


the contracts but two are given to local 
dealers. 


PAY OF RETIRED ARMY OFFICERS. 
IN THE MILITIA. 


Lieut. - CoLoneL PRYCE-JONES 
(Montgomery Boroughs): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
his attention has been called to the fact 
that retired Army officers serving in the 
embodied Militia lose their pensions, and 
that, in consequence, such officers are 
to be found serving for less pay than that 


‘allotted to sergeant-majors, and whether 


he will take steps to put an end to this 
state of matters. 
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Lorp STANLEY: It has been fully 
explained to the House on previous occa- 
sions that in pursuance of the Treasury’s 
decision these officers cannot draw full 
pay and retired pay simultaneously. 


VOLUNTEER OFFICERS’ SONS AND 
MILITARY EDUCATION. 


LigvuT.-CoLONEL PRYCE-JONES: I 


beg to ask the Secretary of State for War | 


whether, in view of the services rendered 
by the Volunteers in the war in which 
the country is at present engaged, and 
the expenses entailed upon Volunteer 
officers in keeping up their corps, it can 
now be found practicable to place volun- 
teer officers upon the same footing as 
officers of the line with respect to the 
admission of their sons to the Royal 
Military Academy at the reduced charge 
settled under Article 674 of the Royal 
Warrant for Pay, ete., 1897. 


Lorp STANLEY : I do not think that 
the valuable services rendered by the 
Volunteers in connection with the war 
would justify a departure from the 
general principle that the State does not 
contribute towards the expense of the 
education at Woolwich and Sandhurst of 
the sons of Volunteer officers. The cases 
of sons of officers who have seen active 
service in South Africa will be favourably 
considered. 


ROYAL MUNSTER FUSILIERS. 

Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.) : I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he is aware that the 
commanding officer of the 5th battalion 
of the Royal Munster Fusiliers, who were 
eamped at Lydd on St. Stephen’s Day, 
when asking them to volunteer for 
service in Malta or Egypt, carried out the 
requirements of the Militia Act, 1882, 
by explaining to every man in the batta- 
lion that the offer was purely voluntary 
on his part, and how many of the men 
volunteered ; were the men of the batta- 
lion who were on furlough on St. Ste- 
phen’s Day, on their return to the camp 
asked to serve in Malta or Egypt ; and 
did they or any of them volunteer to do 
so ; and will the Government see that the 
men who did volunteer are not deported 
beyond Malta or Egypt. 

I beg also to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he is aware that a 
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number of men belonging to the 5th 
battalion of the Royal Munster Fusiliers, 
who did not volunteer for foreign service 
and whose period of service has expired, 
have applied for their discharge to the 
proper authorities but have not yet 
obtained it ; if so, will directions be given 
for the discharge of these men without 
further delay. 


Lorp STANLEY: In reply to the 
two questions put by the hon. Member, 
I have no information to enable me to 
reply to the first two paragraphs. It is 
not, nor has it ever been proposed to 
order this battalion to perform any 
service abroad for which it has not 
volunteered. As to the reported applica- 
tions for discharge, I am not aware that 
this is so. 


GUN LICENCES FOR RIFLE CLUBS. 

Mr. MACONOCHIE (Aberdeenshire, 
E.): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether arrangements have 
been made to grant free gun licences to 
bona fide members of shooting clubs for 
the use of rifles. 


THe CHANCELLOR or THe EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol, 
W.): Instructions were issued on the 
2ist June last exempting from gun 
licence duty members of rifle clubs 
affiliated to the National Rifle Association 
in respect of the rifles belonging to the 
club, on condition that the rifles used are 
the actual property of the club, and are 
used only at rifle ranges. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Will the 
privilege be extended to rifle clubs 
established in Ireland ? 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: No, Sir. 
There is a special law as regards the 
possession of arms in Ireland. 


PORTLAND CEMENT 
CONTRACTS. 

Cotone. TUFNELL (Essex, 8.E.): ! 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether the War Office proposes 
to invite tenders from abroad for Port- 
land cement; and whether he will 


ARMY 


endeavour, consistently with the public 
interest, to place orders with the manu- 
facturers at home who have invested 
capital in their works on the Thames 
and on the Medway. 
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LorpD STANLEY : The reply to the 
first question is in the negative. As 
regards the second question all manu- 
facturers on our list in the United King- 
dom would be invited to tender for the 
supplies required. 


PRUSSIAN KNIGHTS OF ST. JOHN. 
*Sirk CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) : I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
can now lay before the House a report 
on the organisation of the Prussian 
Knights of St. John and the nature of 
the co-operation and division of duties 
hetween them and the Prussian Military | 
authorities in time of war; or whether | 
the Foreign Office have received from 
His Majesty’s Embassy at Berlin the | 
report on the subject called for in July | 
last. 


Mr. BRODRICK : The report in ques- 
tion has been received, but it is a matter 
tor further consideration whether it can 
properly be laid on the Table of the 


House. 


ARMY PENSIONERS AND OUT-DOOR 
oF. 


*Mr. DELANEY (Queen’s Co., Ossory) : 
[ beg to ask the Secretary of State for | 
War ” whethon he is aware that a man 


named William Miller applied to the | 


Board of Guardians, Mountmellick, at | 
the meeting on the 16th instant, for | 
out-door relief, and that the Guardians, 
though willing to grant relief, were de- | 


barred from doing so in consequence of | 


his being a pensioner in receipt of four- | 
pence a day ; and, whether he will there- | 


tore take steps to increase this old soldier's | 


pension. 


Lorp STANLEY : It is not clear why 
the Board of Guardians felt themselves 
debarred from giving relief in the case 
referred to. If the hon. Member will 


cause me to be supplied with particulars | 


of William Miller’s corps, date of dis- 
charge and service, I shall be happy to | 
have his case investigated. 


LICHFIELD RIFLE RANGE. 
Mr. COURSFENAY WARNER (Staf- 
tordshire, Lichfield): I beg to ask the 


Secretary of State for War what progress | 
has been made in the last six months 


{25 Fepruary 1901} 


| Central) : 


‘the firm in question. 
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towards making the rifle range for 
Whittington Barracks, near Lichfield. 


Mr. BRODRICK : Steady progress is 
being made with the acquisition of the 
land. One owner has been arranged 
with and the arbitrators hope that terms 
with the others will shortly be settled. 


NEW RIFLE RANGES. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War if 
he can say what has been done towards 
making new rifle ranges during the last 
year ; what is being done at present ; and 
_what steps he proposes to take for sup- 

plying adequate accommodation for rifle 
| practice for the Regular Army, Militia, 
| Yeomanry, and Volunteers. 


| Mr. BRODRICK: I am afraid I can- 
| not, within the limits of an answer, give 
the hon. Member the information he 
requires. As he is aware, a large sum 
was made available for the provision of 
rifle ranges under the Military Works 
Acts of 1897 and 1899, and fair progress 
has been made with its expenditure. 
| Taking the sum provided for ranges 
|and manceuvring grounds together, pay- 
/ments amounting to four-fifths of the 
total had been authorised by the end of 








| the year 1900. 


ARMY HORSE-SHOE NAILS. 
Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
I beg to ask the Financial 
|Secretary to the War Office whether, 
| in view of the fact that the nails required 
\for Army shoeing were until recently 


| mainly obtained from the United Horse: 


| Shoe and Nail Company, of Cubitt Town, 
' London, E., he will state whether any 


/ notice was given them that nails nar- 
‘rower and thinner in the shanks with 
‘larger heads were preferred by 


the 
Veterinary Department before placing 
the contract elsewhere; and whether: 
he can inform the House if the contract 
has now been given mainly to foreign 
firms. 


Lorp STANLEY : It is not the case 


'that the nails required for Army shoeing. 


were until recently mainly obtained from 
‘For the three 
years ending 31st March, 1898, their 
orders amounted to about one-eighth of 
the total orders placed, and represented. 
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about £200 in value. In 1898 it was 
decided that the nails supplied by this 
firm were unsuitable for the service and 
the War Office discontinued the pur- 
chase of them. I am not aware that the 
firm made any representation to the War 
Office on the subject. They have during 
the war been given several opportunities 
of quoting for nails of the sizes required 
but have not done so. 


Questions. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 


Where are the nails now used made ? 


Lorp STANLEY: I cannot say off- | 


hand. 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Do you 


say that they are not made in Germany ? 


[No answer was given. | 


PORTLAND CEMENT 
CONTRACTS. 


NAVY 


*CoLONEL TUFNELL : I beg to ask the | 


Secretary to the Admiralty whether the 
Admiralty proposes to invite tenders 
from abroad for Portland cement; and 
whether he will endeavour, consistently 
with the public interest, to place orders 


with the manufacturers at home, who. 


have invested capital in their works on 
the Thames and Medway. 


*THeE CIVIL LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Captain PretyMaAN, Suffolk, 
Woodbridge) : It is not the practice or 
intention of the Admiralty to invite 
tenders from abroad for Portland cement. 
The answer to the second question is in 
the affirmative, but no preference is 
given to manufacturers on the Thames 
and Medway over other home manufac- 
turers. 


EUROPEAN GENERAL HOSPITAL AT} 
ADEN 


4aNe 


Mr. MOON (St. Pancras, N.) : | beg to 


ask the Secretary to the Admiralty | 


whether he can state what arrangements 
have been made, in reference to the 
European General Hospital at Aden, 
between his Board and the Secretary of 
State for India for the provision of a 
nursing staff to assist the civil surgeon 
in charge, what payment the Board 
of Admiralty makes for the diet of sailors 


and officers in the hospital and what con- , 


tribution towards the nursing staff, how 
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were treated in the hospital last year, 
whether suitable accommodation has 
yet been constructed for nurses, and what 
| contribution the Board has made towards 
such accommodation. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): The provision of a nursing staff in 
the European General Hospital at Aden 
has been arranged by the Indian Govern- 
ment. Trained nurses are provided 
by the Roman Catholic Mission at Aden. 
The Admiralty pays for officers and 
seamen at the same rates as those charged 
for ordinary patients—namely, first class 
patients, four rupees per diem ; second 
| class patients, two rupees per diem. These 
payments cover the services of the 
nursing staff. In the course of last 
year, so far as shown by Returns received 
up to the 3rd November last, thirty-five 
patients have been received from the 
Royal Navy. A plan and estimate for 
the provision of suitable quarters for 
nurses was sanctioned early in 1898, 
and it is understood that the work has 
been carried out. A contribution of 
£99 6s. 8d. was made by the Admiralty 
towards this object, this representing 
' one-fifth of the estimated cost. 


Questions. 


NAVAL CADETS’ OVERCOATS—H.MLS. 
“ BRITANNIA.” 

Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Ad- 
miralty whether naval cadets, whether 
on duty or on leave, in inclement weather 
are debarred by official regulations from 
wearing great-coats ; and whether, as a 
consequence of recent exposure without 
great-coats, several cadets are now suf- 
fering from pulmonary disease. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Accord- 
‘ing to the present regulations cadets 
on H.M.S. “ Britannia” are supplied 
with thick monkey jackets and mackin- 
toshes. They are not debarred by the 
regulations from wearing either of 
these garments on official occasions, 
but the dress to be worn is always pre- 
Monkey jackets were worn on 
the occasion referred to by the hon. 


‘Member. The cadet who unhappily died 


afew days ago was not,in fact, present 
onthe 2nd February. In reply to the last 
paragraph of the hon. Member's ques- 


many patients from the Royal Navy | tion, there is no reason to believe that the 
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cases of influenza accompanied by pneu- 
monia, which have occurred on the 
“ Britannia,” are due to the fact of the 
cadets having been without  great- 
coats on the occasion referred to. The 
hon. Member will be glad to know that 
the question of supplying cadets with 
great-coats for use on special occasions 
is under the consideration of the 
Admiralty. 


Questions. 


I may add that the question of great- 


owing to the fact that cadets in the 
« Britannia” are in a stage when they 
grow very rapidly. 
SUGAR BOUNTIES. 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the British delegates 
at the Brussels Conference on Sugar in 
1898 having reserved entire liberty of 
action to Her Majesty’s Government, 
which the development of the sugar 
question may render necessary, it is 
open to Parliament to impose a duty on 
sugar at any time without notice to the 
Government which took part in that 
Conference. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Viscount CRran- 
BORNE, Rochester) : Yes, Sir. 


CHINA—ALLEGED LOOTING AT 
PEKING. 


Mr. CHANNING: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether inquiry has been made, 
or will be made, into alleged acts of loot- 
ing by British subjects in Peking after the 


Majesty’s Government propose to follow 
the example set by France by taking 
steps to enforce the restitution of articles 
thus taken by British subjects. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): I have been asked to answer 
this question. I do not know what the 
allegations are to which the hon. Gentle- 
man refers ; but General Gaselee informs 
me that the discipline and conduct of the 
sritish have been excellent. After the 
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this order. Articles of value, the pro- 
perty of the Chinese Government, which 
were left in the Summer Palace after its 


_evacuation by the Russians are at present 
‘In the care of the British military autho 
'rities, and General Gaselee has been 
‘instructed to retain them with a view 
| to restitution when peace is restored. 


For ordinary purposes the | 


monkey jacket is found to be sufficient. | *Sre E 


coats is not unattended with difficulty, | (Shefheld, Ecclesall): I beg to ask the 


RUSSIA AND MANCHURIA. 
ASHMEAD - BARTLETT 


Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether His Majesty’s Govern- 


ment have any information confirming 
‘the alleged Russo-Chinese agreement 
regarding Manchuria between the repre- 
‘sentatives of Russia and China in Man- 


Sir JOHN LENG: I beg to ask the 


churia ; whether the following constitute 
some of the conditions of that agreement : 
That the Russian troops in occupation of 
Manchurian towns and posts are to be 


‘lodged and fed by the Chinese authori- 


FOR | 


ties ; that the Chinese General is to dis- 
band and disarm all his troops and hand 
over all munitions of war to the Russian 
military officials, and that all Chinese 
forts and defences not already occupied 
by the Russians are to be dismantled ; 
that Niu-chwang and other places shall 
be administered by Russian officials until 


| the Russian Government shall be com- 


pletely satisfied as to the pacification of 


the country; that a Russian Resident, 


with full powers of control, be stationed 


| at Mukden, and that the Chinese General 


must give him full information, and 
invite Russia to despatch reinforcements 


|whenever emergency arises; that no 


relief of the Legations the British troops | 


were strictly forbidden to loot, and strong 
measures were taken by him to enforce 


resistance be offered to the construction 
of the Russian Trans-Siberian Railway 


relief of the Legations ; and whether His | through Manchuria, and that Russia is to 


purchase and hold the Northern Railway 
from Shan-hai-kwan to Niu-chwang ; 
that all the Customs in Manchuria are to 
be under Russian control; and that no 
kind of commercial concession is to be 
given to any other Power in Manchuria ; 
and whether the assurances said to 
have been given by the Russian Govern- 
ment to the British Government regard- 
ing Manchuria were given orally or by a 
formal communication in writing to His 
Majesty’s Government. 


;* Viscount CRANBORNE: We have 
no official knowledge of the terms of this 
agreement, but our information is to the 
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effect that it includes most of the pro- 
visions enumerated in the question, and 
that it is of a temporary and provisional 
character. The assurances of the Russian | years 1897, 1898, and 1899 over 14,000 
Government referred to by my hon. | persons were discharged under the Act 
friend were given verbally to His Majesty’s | without imprisonment, and only a small 
Ambassador at St. Petersburg. | percentage were called up to receive 
|judgment and known to have been 

* T . 
ars E. Sep oryrl f cipmoarsne | subsequently convicted of a fresh offence, 
* ape an ld oe  ccceilas some Metropolitan police courts and other 
Se courts of summary jurisdiction, beside 
assize and quarter sessions courts, never 
| once made use of the Act, and if he will 
THE CYPRUS TRIBUTE. eve ond orthg manager z pe nes 
a Seg circular on the lines of that of 25th April, 
ae geen ae ee an of 1892, of Mr. Secretary Matthews upon 
BER THO DEOTOUALY OL NETO TOK UNO Onn | the subject, and pointing out that the 


whether he can state the amount of | 
Tuto pid by the peopl of Cypros go PWT=T othe Act ar not nfl tak 
the Turkish Government ; and the mode | of 828 me, | ous peso dé 
by which it is raised ; and whether he can | trifling seinen i. anh wh te 
by representation to the Turkish Govern- ie Be Ba 
ment secure some relief from this tribute, previous convictions have been proved. 
en see — industry of the | *Tue SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
ee a ey ee. |HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Ritcur, 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The Cyprus | Croydon): It appears from the Return 
tribute was fixed on the average paid | referred to that of the convicted prisoners 
during the five years preceding the | discharged without punishment in the 
occupation at £92,799 lls. 3d., and is | years 1897, 1898, and 1899, only 14,512 
paid out of general revenue. Having | oUt of 147,505 were dealt with under the 
regard to the arrangements entered into | Act of 1887. There seems no particular 


with the Porte in 1878 it would be useless | T@ason to urge courts to use this Act 
to make representations as suggested by | father than other Acts when the practical 


{COMMONS} 1034 


in pursuance of the order of the House 
of 6th August, 1900, and to the fact 
thereby disclosed that although in the 


Questions. 





[No answer was given. | 


the hon. Member. 


PLAGUE AT CAPETOWN. 
Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, 
S.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 


for the Colonies whether he can give the | 
House any information as to the plague | 


at Capetown. 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The only 


official information I have received so far 
is the report published in Saturday's 
newspapers notifying a total of twenty 
cases for the week ending 16th February : 
one European, nineteen coloured, three 
deaths, also 104 contacts, all coloured. 
A weekly bulletin will be published. 


JUVENILE OFFENDERS. 

Sm HOWARD VINCENT: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department if his attention 
has been called to the Return 
cerning the operation of the Probation 
of First Offenders Act, 1887, presented 





con- | 


| effect is the same ; and there is no ground 
| for supposing that at the courts where 
| this Act is not made use of, first offenders 
|are treated with greater severity than 
' others. 


DEFENCE OF POOR PRISONERS. 
Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL : I beg to ask 
ithe Secretary of State for the Home 
| Department whether, as the Crown pays 
‘for the prosecution of prisoners, he will 
consider the question of providing for 

the defence of those who are unable 
‘through poverty to command legal 
| assistance. 
| *Mr. RITCHIE: The hon. Member is 
‘in error in supposing that it is the general 
practice in England for the Crown to pay 
for the prosecution of prisoners. 


CHILD INSURANCE—BRISTOL CASE. 
| Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
| Department whether he has received a 
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protest of the grand jury of Bristol 
against the practice of child insurance ; 
and whether he intends to propose any 
measure dealing with this matter. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The answer to the first 
paragraph is in the affirmative, and to 
the second in the negative. 


TEMPLPATIONS TO CRIME. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he is aware that 
judges have repeatedly condemned the 
practice of certain tradespeople in ex- 
hibiting goods on the footways outside 
of their doors as a dangerous incentive 
to theft ; and whether he will take any 
meastires to abolish this practice. 


*Mr. RITCHLE: I do not see my way 
totake any action in this matter. 


VACCINATIONS IN LEICESTER AND 
GLOUCESTER. 

Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-on-Trent): I 
bee to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether vaccination 
is now being generally practised in the 
towns of Leicester and Gloucester, and 
can he state the number of unvaccinated 
persons in each town, and of persons who 
have received certificates of exemption 
as conscientious objectors, and what steps 
are the Local Government Board taking 
to secure the due enforcement of the law 
with regard to vaccination. 


*Tue PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
Lonc, Bristol, 8.) : The reply to the first 
part of the question is in the negative. 
[ cannot state the number of unvacci- 
nated persons in Leicester and Gloucester, 
but irom the latest returns it appears 
that in Leicester of the children born 
during the eighteen months ended 
30th June last, 388 have been vaccinated, 
while certificates of conscientious objec- , 
tion have been obtained in respect of 
34. The corresponding figures as _ re- 
gards Gloucester are 879 and 395. 
Medical inspectors of the Local Govern- 
nent Board visited both towns last year 
in connection with the performance of 
vaccination. As, however, the latest 
returns are not satisfactory, I have 
directed that further visits shall be paid 
bv inspectors as early as possible with a 
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view of ascertaining in what manner the 
duties of the vaccination officers are now 
being carried out. 


FOOD STANDARDS COMMITTEE. 

Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, 8.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he can say when the Depart- 
mental Committee who were appointed 
to set up standards of purity in foods will 
report. 


*Mr. WALTER LONG: I think the 
hon. Member refers to the Departmental 
Committee appointed by the Board of 
Agriculture with reference to the desira- 
bility of making regulations under Section 
4 of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 
1899, in the case of milk and cream. 
The Report of that Committee, with the 
relative minutes of evidence, etec., has 


‘been laid on the Table, and will, I hope. 


be printed and circulated without delay. 


AGRICULTURAL RATING ACT. 

Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- 
shire, E.): I beg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board if, in view 
of the necessity of renewing the Agricul- 
tural Rating Act at an early date, he will 
grant a Return showing the amount of 
the rates levied in the different unions 
in England and Wales on agricultural 
land and other property for the two 
years ending 31st March, 1896 and 1900, 
respectively. 


*Mr. WALTER LONG: I regret that 
I am unable to comply with the request 
of my hon. friend. Great labour would 
be involved in obtaining from the over- 
seers of the 15,000 parishes in England 
and Wales the facts necessary for the 
preparation of the Return desired, and 
it would not be practicable to do this in 
time for the Return to be issued during 
the present session. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE: Does the 
right hon. Gentleman propose to give ne 
information as to the working of the Act 
before he asks the House to renew it ? 


*Mr. WALTER LONG: Yes, in general 
terms. But this specific Return could 
only be obtained by applying to 15,000 
parish overseers, and could not be pre 
pared in time for presentation this session. 
But I shall be able to give the House « 
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general statement as to the effect of the 
Act. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY: Is _ it 
not possible for the House, then, to have 
any figures before it before being asked to 
renew the Act ? 


*Mr. WALTER LONG: That is an 
extremely general question, which I do 
not think it is fair to ask me to reply to 
If the hon. Member or anyone asks for 
information of a specific character, the 
Department will do its best to supply it. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS: Could not the 
Department give the figures for some 
selected counties ! 


*Mr. WALTER LONG: I should like 
time to consider that question, as it in-| 
volves some little responsibility on the 
part of the Department. 1 will see if it 
can be done. 


WRECKS OFF NORTH CORNWALL. 

Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade if he will lay upon the Table of the 
House a Return showing the number of 
vessels wrecked on the North Cornwall 
coast from Lands End to Lundy Island, 
with the number of lives lost, for each 
vear from 1880, and stating the place 
where each vessel was wrecked. 


THe PRESIDENT or tue BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. GeraLp BaLrour, 
Leeds, Central): The information desired 
by the hon. Member is contained in the 
Wreck Abstracts annually presented to 
Parliament. If he will refer to page 61 
of the last Return he will see the division 
of the portions of the coast with regard 


to which numbers of casualties are 
even. If there is any further informa- 


tion desired by the hon. Member I shall 
be happy to obtain it for him, but I 
scarcely think it necessary to supplement 
the Return, which is general in its scope, 
by others which are merely partial 


DISCIPLINE ON MERCHANT VESSELS 


-PROSECUTION OF FIREMEN ON 
THE * BOHEMIAN,” 

MR. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr 'Tyd- 

vil) : I beg to;ask the Secretary of State 


for the Home Department whether his 
attention has been called to a case tried 
at Dale Street, Police Court, Liverpool, 
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on 24th January, when fourteen firemen 
of the steamship “ Bohemian” were 
sentenced to fourteen days hard labour 
without the option of a fine for dis- 
obeying orders on board ship ; whether 
he is aware that Mr. S. Hough and Mr. 
C. F. Finney, two of the magistrates 
before whom the case was tried, are ship- 
owners ; and whether shipowners are 
empowered to try cases in which their 
interests are so much concerned. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I am not aware that 
the facts stated in the question constitute 
any legal disqualification of the magis- 
trates who tried the 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he is aware that at Dale Street 
‘ Police Court, Liverpool, on 24th January, 
fourteen firemen of the — steamship 
‘* Bohemian ”’ were summoned by Mr. 
Cook, chief engineer, for refusing duty, 
and were sentenced to fourteen days 
hard labour without the option of a fine ; 
that the duty they refused was to wash 
paint in the engine-room over the work- 
ing parts of the engine after their ordi- 
nary day’s work was finished ; and that 
the ship was rolling a good deal at the 


case. 


time, which would have made _ the 
performance of the work dangerous; 


whether he has any information showing 
such work to have been necessary for 
the safety or navigation of the ship; 
and whether he has any powers to pro- 
tect men from being prosecuted for 
similar charges. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : The con- 
viction of fourteen firemen belonging te 
the steamship “Bohemian” for an offence 
under the Merchant Shipping Act was, 
as a matter of fact, brought to the notice 
of the Board of Trade, though the matter 
is not one coming within the Board’ 
province. The Board of ‘Trade had 
nothing to do with the prosecution, and 
they have no power to interfere w ith the 
ordinary course of justice. 


JUNCTION RAILWAY 
ACCIDENT. 

Mr. BELL (Derby) : I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade if he has 
received the report of the inspecting 
officer who held the inquiry into the cause 
of the accident which occurred at Swat- 
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ley Junction, South-Eastern and Chat- 
ham and Dover Railway, on 23rd Novem- 
ber last, through failure of the automatic 
brake ; if not, can he expedite it in any 
way, so that the engine-drivers con- | 
cerned, who have been suspended since 
the date of the accident, and whose) 
wages have been stopped, may learn their 
position without further delay. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : Yes, Sir ; 
the report in question is now passing 
through the press, and will be issued in 
a day or two. 


CHISWICK LEVEL-CROSSING 
ACCIDENT. 

Mr. THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham- 
jets, St. George’s): I beg to ask the 
President of the Board ot Trade if his 
attention has been called to the aecident 
at the railway level-crossing at Chiswick ; 
and if he is prepared to enforce in future 
the provisions of 5 and 6 Vic. ¢. 55, 
¢s. 9 and 10, and take steps for the en- 
forcement of penalties against the person 
or persons responsible for this catas- 
trophe. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, Sir ; 
and the Board of Trade have ordered 
an inquiry into the circumstances of the 
accident. In the meantime it would be 
improper for me to express an opinion 
upon the matter. [I am assured by the 
company that the provisions of the 
section are complied with, though it is 
not certain that the section applies. Also 
that it is the practice that a bell is rung 
from the signal-box giving warning of 
the approach of a train, 


SUNDAY CLOSING OF THE NATIONAL 
GALLERY, 

Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.) : [beg 
to ask the Secretary to the ‘Treasury 
whether he is aware that the National 
Gallery is closed on Sundays during the 
winter months: and whether, in view 
ot the dearth of rational recreation in 
London on Sundays, he will recommend 
that the present rule be reconsidered 


Tae FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHAMBER- 
&AIN, Worcestershire, E.) : The question 
of opening the National Gallery on 
Sundays in winter was carefully con- 
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sidered by the Trustees in 1896. There 
are no means of lighting the gallery 
artificially, and the Trustees decided that 
in view of the frequent deficiency of day- 
light on winter afternoons in London it 
was not expedient to open the Gallery 
on Sundays all the year round. 


CarTaIn DONELAN: Is the hon. 
Gentleman aware that the British 
Museum is open on Sundays all the year 
round ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
Yes; but there are artificial means of 
lighting there. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : Cannot 
artificial light be provided in the National 
Gallery ! 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
I understand that the Trustees are of 
opinion that it is undesirable to put 
artificial light into the National Gallery. 


WEST INDIAN MALL DELAYS. 

sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.): [ beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Tzeasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether the West Indian mail 
steamer arrived at Plymouth at 10 p.m. 
on the 13th instant. and whether the 
mails were to be forwarded by a goods 
train at 4 a.m., and could not have been 
delivered in London till the following 
afternoon ; whether in fact the mails 
could have reached London earlier via 
Southampton had the steamer not been 
hound by contract to land them at 
Plymouth ; whether on the occasion 
reterred to the passengers who had 
landed procured a special train, making 
up the cost by private subscription, of 
which the post oftice authority availed 
himself, that the mails arrived in 
London at 6.15 a.m. at the cost of private 
individuals, and without any contribu- 
tion by the Post Office; and whether 
the recent practice of not forwarding 
the mails at any hour by special train, 
in cases where the mail steamer does not 
arrive before her contract time. and so 
misses the ordinary mail train, does not 
cause a delay of many hours and occa- 
sionally postpones the delivery of the 
letters beyond business hours in London. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
facts are substantially as stated in the 
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first paragraph. If the mail had been 
landed at Southampton instead of at 
Plymouth, it would perhaps have reached 
London earlier than if forwarded from 
Plymouth by goods train, but later than 
it did by the means actually employed. 
It is the fact that the mails were brought 
to London by special train, but the hon. 
Member is under a misapprehension in 
supposing that this was done at the cost 
of private individuals. The Postmaster 
General pays for the haulage of the mail 
carriages, and this fact doubtless affected 
the price charged to the passengers. As 
has been more than once explained in this 
House in answer to similar questions, 
the principle governing the engagement 
by the Post Office of special trains for 
the conveyance from Plymouth of mails 
landed at that port is to engage them 
when, by such means and no other, an 
interval for reply by the next outgoing 
mail can be afforded. The present was 
not such a case. 


Sir J. FERGUSSON: Are the Post 
Office authorities indifferent whether 
the mails are delivered the following 
day ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
They would be delivered the following day 
in any case. 


ANALYSIS OF IMPORTED FOOD. 

Mr. O'MARA: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Agricultureif he can 
state how many samples of consign- 
ments of imported food have been taken 
for analysis by the Commissioners of 
Customs (under the Sale of Food and 
Drugs Act, 1899) during the year 1900, 
how many such samples have been found 
adulterated, and what was the nature of 
such adulterations ; and whether any 
prosecutions have resulted. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
number of samples analysed was 1,590, of 
which twenty-six were reported against. 
In seven cases fines were recovered. In 
the remaining nineteen the circumstances 
were not such as in the opinion of the 
Commissioners of Customs would have 
warranted prosecution. Legal proceed- 


ings are now pending in four cases which 
have occurred since the beginning of the , 
present year. 4 


(COMMONS! 
SCHOOL TEACHERS AND FIXITY OF 


Questions. 


TENURE. 

Mayor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 
I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Education 
whether he can now inform the House 
as to the future position of school teachers 
with reference to fixity of tenure of office. 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT or tHe 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. 
Gorst, Cambridge University): | am 
afraid I cannot yet make any addition 
to the statement which I made in the 
House last session. The matter, which 
is not free from legal difticulty, is stilb 
under consideration. 


Masor RASCH: Is: the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the hon. Member 
for Accrington and myself put this ques 
tion twice last session and. received the 
same answer ! 

Str J. GORST: That 
veracity of the answer that I have given 
to the hon. Gentleman. 

Mr. CAINE: When is the right hon. 
Gentleman likely to be able to give the 
information asked for ? 


shows. the 


Sir J. GORST: When the legal 
authorities have: made up their minds. 


CIGARETTE SMOKING BY BOYs. 


CoLtonsL WALKER (Widnes): | beg 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether, in view of the increase of 
cigarette smoking among young boys ot 
all classes, he will take into consideration 
the advisability of imposing a special 
tax upon tobacco sold as cigarettes, or 
upon the paper used in their manutfac- 
ture. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY: Before 
answering that question, | wish to know 
whether it has been brought to the right 
hon. Gentleman’s notice that these ciga- 
rettes are sold in sweet-shops at the rate 
of ten for a penny, and recently have 
been offered at ten for a halfpenny. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I 
think that any amount ot 


do not 
taxation 


'would stop boys from smoking, espe- 


cially if they are forbidden to do s0; 
while: on the other hand, I am advised 
that the adoption of the hon. Member’ 
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suggestions weuld derange the whole 
system of the taxation of tobacco in this 
country, and east an unfair burden upon 
the adult smoker of cigarettes. IJ fear 
therefore I cannot hold out any hopes 
that they will be adopted. 


SCOTTISH SALMON FISHERIES—FISH- 
MONGERS’ COMPANY’S POWERS. 
*Stir WALTER THORBURN (Peebles 
and Selkirk): I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate under what statute the Fish- 
mongers Company are empowered to 
send detective officers to railway stations 
in Scotland who open parcels, com- 
mitted to the railway companies for 
transmission, in search for salmon in 
defiance of remonstrances by railway 
officials; whether he is aware that 
several people have been charged before 
the Sheriff at Peebles for sending cuts 
of salmon to friends at a_ distance, 
although such salmon were killed by 
a legal lure and in the open season, 
because they were alleged to have 
been purchased at a period of the year 
when Tweed salmon cannot be exposed 
for sale; and whether he is aware that 
the action of the Fishmongers’ Com- 
pany has aroused indignation among 
all classes of the community in Peebles- 
shire, and, if legal, is caleulated to bring 
the administration of the law into 

contempt. 


“THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Mcrray, Buteshire) : In answer 
to the first paragraph of the question 
1 am informed that it is the fact that 
an officer of the Fishmongers’ Com- 
pany, who held a warrant as water 
bailiff of the Forth and also of the 
Tweed Commissioners, did on several 
occasions in conjunction with a detective 
officer of the Edinburgh police search 
parcels at the Waverley Station for salmon 
in transitu which were alleged to have 
been illegally taken. The statute re- 
lied on for the power is the Salmon Fish- 
eries (Scotland) Act, 1868, Section 25. 
In answer to the second paragraph the 
result of nine prosecutions brought in 
respect of the fish so discovered was as 
follows: three pleas of guilty, two con- 
victions, three not proven, and one not 
guilty. As regards the third paragraph 
it is open either to the consigner or 
consignee of a parcel and to the railway 
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company, if they are not satisfied as 
to the applicability of the section 
already mentioned, to try the question 
at law. 


Captain SINCLAIR (Forfarshire): I 
beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether 
his attention has been directed to the 
practice on the part of the Fishmongers 
Company of London, a Corporation 
of great wealth. bringing complaints, 
laid under the Salmon Fisheries Acts, 
in Neweastle or elsewhere in England, 
against domiciled Scotsmen living in 
Scotland (possibly in remote parts of it), 
and under colour of certain English 
Acts of Parliament hailing Scotsmen to 
appear to submit to the jurisdiction of 
what is to them practically a foreign 
court ; whether he will take all needful 
steps to put an end to these proceedings 
and leave Scotsmen to be judged in 
the courts of their own country for 
any alleged charge arising there, in- 
stead of having, as at present, under 
the proceedings complained of, and 
whether the charge made is with or 
without foundation, to go to England 
and take witnesses to defend them 
there at great and sometimes prohibitive 
expense. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am 
aware of the case referred to by the 
hon. Member, no other instance has 
been brought under my _ notice. I 
am satisfied that there is power under 
the Summary Jurisdiction Acts (Eng- 
land) to summon persons living in 
Scotland to attend to answer a charge 
of an offence committed in England. 
Such a power may or may not be oppres- 
sively used, but I should hesitate to con- 
demn its existence. In the case in ques- 
tion I do not think the person charged 
would have been convicted had he not, 
acting under advice which I consider 
mistaken, pled guilty to the charge. 


ASSAULT BY THE TWEED COM- 
MISSIONERWS’ BAILIFFS. 

Sirk WALTER THORBURN: 1 beg 
to ask the Lord Advocate if his atten- 
tion has been drawn to a case tried 
in the Innerleithen Police Court recently, 
where two bailiffs in the employment 
of the Tweed Commissioners were con- 
victed of an aggravated assault upon 
Mr. Anderson, farmer, Pirn, Innerleithen, 
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while he was walking through one of the 
fields upon his farm in pursuit of his 
ealling ; whether he is aware that these 
two bailiffs. while in a state of intoxica- 
tion, charged Mr. Anderson, who is 
between 70 and 80 years of age. with 
poaching salmon in the Tweed, put 
a cleek into his pocket to support their 
charge against him, and told him, 
although he gave them his name and 
address, that he must go to the police 
office with them. and although Mr. 
Anderson promptly offered to accom- 
pany them to the police office insisted 
upon putting handcuffs upon him and 
dragged him through the High Street of 
Innerleithen to the police office; and 
whether he will make representations 
to the Tweed Commissioners to make 
strict inquiries as to the character of 
the men they employ as bailiffs, who 
while on duty are armed with practically 
all the powers of a police constable. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: | have 
made inquiry into the — regrettable 
circumstances mentioned by my _ hon. 
friend. The statements contained in 
the first and second paragraphs of the 
question wre not, however, accurate 
in all particulars. The two bailiffs were 
charged with assault, but the magis- 
trates while finding that both were 
intoxicated at the time of the assault 
convicted in one case only. Also it 
would not be proper that I should express 
an opinion as to the accuracy of the 
assertion in the question that those 
bailiffs ** put a cleek into his (Mr. Ander- 
son's) pocket to support their charge 
against him.’ No decision on this 
point was arrived at by the magistrates, 


who indeed refused to hear evidence 
for the defence in regard to it. 1 have 
satisfied myself that due care and 


diligence was used in the appointment 
of these two bailiffs. They came with 
good characters from their previous 
employment and were personally inter- 
viewed by trusted servants of the Com- 
missioners. The men were dismissed 
from the service by the superintendent 
as soon as the facts were brought to his 
notice. Jam disposed to think, however, 


that where possible it should be arranged 
that any two bailiffs appointed to work 
a strange beat on the river should not 
both be first-season men. as in this case 
they were. 


‘COMMONS! 


(Juestions, 


GLASGOW SMALL-POX EPIDEMIC, 


Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: I beg to, 
ask the Lord Advocate whether he can 
state how many deaths have occurred in 
Glasgow from the small-pox epidemic. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
Local Government Board informs me 
that during the period from 7th April, 
1900, to 2Ist February, 1901, 1,086 
cases and 122 deaths from small-pox were 
registered in Glasgow. 


ALLOTMENTS IN) SCOTLAND. 


Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackiuan- 
nan and Ross): I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether he will grant a Return 
of all lands acquired in Scotland for 
allotments under The Allotments (Scot- 
land) Act. 1892. and The Local Govern- 
ment (Seotland) Act, 1894, showing in 
how many cases requisitions by the parish 
council to the county council for the eom- 
pulsory acquisition of land for allotments 
have been made and with what result. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: Yes, 
Sir. 


PETERSPONT PIER. 


Mr. JOHN DEWAR (Inverness-shire) : 
I beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether, 
the attention of the Secretary for Scot 
land has been called to the fact that the 
Peterspont Pier at Benbecula, con- 
structed by the Congested Districts 
Board, cannot be made use of until an 
access road has been formed : and, seeing 
that the inhabitants are too poor to pay 
for the construction of this road, but 
are willing to contribute a reasonable 
amount of free labour, will he state what 
steps are proposed to be taken to make 
the pier available for traffic. 


*Mre. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: On 
29th December. 1900, the Congested 
Districts Board received from the County 
Council of Inverness a representation as 
to the access by land and sea to Peters- 
pont Pier (which was constructed before 
the constitution of the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board). The Congested Districts 
Board are investigating the engineering 
and other questions involved, and will 
come to a decision at their next meeting 
early in March. 
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COONALOUGHEY (CO. KERRY) LAND- 
ING STAGE. 

*Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the Con- 
gested Districts Board for Ireland is pre- 
pared to carry out the improvements. 
which have already been sanctioned, at 
the landing place at Coonaloughey, county 
Kerry. and at what date work will be com- 

menced. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): A 
grant for the improvement of the land- 
ing place at Coonaloughey was made in 
I898. ‘The attitude of the fishermen to 
the foreman in charge of the work be- 
came, however, so threatening as to 
necessitate his being placed under police 
protection. Work was in consequence 
suspended, and the Congested Districts 
Board have since declined to proceed 
with the undertaking. 


(Juestions, {25 FEBru 


*Mr. BOLAND: May I ask if it is not 
a tact that local opinion was not allowed 
to have anything to say in this particu- 
lar case, and whether, seeing that the 
work would be of great public utility, 
the Congested Districts Board would not 
be instructed to take it up? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There are a great 
many demands made upon the Congested , 
Districts Board for which a good case can 
be made out, and they all have to go 
through a process of selection, because 
the state of the public funds does not 
admit of all being dealt with. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Are we to 
infer from the right hon. Gentleman’s 
wuswer that the local fishermen prevented 
the Congested Districts Board carrying 
out this work ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 
Mr. FLAVIN: That is the substance 


of the right hon. Gentleman’s reply, 
Mr. Speaker. 


IRISH) DEPARTMENT OF AGRICUL- 
TURE —~ VETERINARY INSPECTION 
STAFF--MR. C. NEILL’S) APPOINT- 


MENT. 

Mr. ‘IT. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) : I beg 
to ask the Chief Seeretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state the 
grounds on which Mr. C. Neill was ap- 


‘matter of transit inspection. 
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pointed to the veterinary inspection staff 
of the Irish Privy Council, while Mr. C- 
J. Clifford, to whom he was junior assis- 
tant in Belfast, and who was qualified as a 
veterinary surgeon one and a half years 
previously, was refused the position ; and 
will he explain why has Captain Tuke. 
who is not a veterinary surgeon and 
who is over sixty-five years of age, been 
granted extension of time to the exelu 

sion of qualified practitioners ; and will 
the Government make known the prin 


‘ciples on which appointments to their 


veterinary staff are made. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Veterinary 
Department of the Irish Privy Council 
was transterred to the Department of 
Agriculture on the Ist April, 1900, and it 
was subsequently to this date that Mr. 
Neill was appointed on the veterinary 
inspection staff. I am informed that 
Mr. Neill was appointed because he was 
considered to be the most suitable of the 
applicants. There is only an interval of 
four months between the dates on which 
Messrs. Clifford and Neill became duly 
qualified veterinary surgeons, but in any 
case these appointments are not made on 
the ground of seniority in the profession. 
The services of Captain Tuke have been 
retained until the 31st March, proximo, 
pending a settlement of the new arrange- 
ments now being carried out In the 
For the 
performance of his duties a veterinary 
qualification was not necessary. 


LABOURERS (IRELAND) ACT. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Government would be prepared to 
accept a change in the Labourers Act 
which would enable the occupying 
tenants of these plots to aequire the 
ownership on terms fair to the district 
councils and the ratepayers ; and whether 
any resolutions have recently been re- 
ceived by the Department in favour of 
such a change in the law. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to the 
second paragraph is in the affirmative. 
I believe a suggestion to the effect men- 
tioned was made at the time of the passing 
of the Labourers Act of 1896, but the 
Government declined to accept it. More 
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recently still, in 1899, a provision was 
inserted in the Small Dwellings Acquisi- 
tion Act of that year expressly exempting 


trom the operation of this Act cottages | 


held by a district council under the 
Labourers Acts. The Government is 
not prepared to depart from the policy 
adopted in 1896 and 1899. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: May [ ask 
whether the Small Dwellings Act is 
not practically inoperative, and, that 
being so, will not the Government deal 


) 


with this question | 

Mr. WYNDHAM: | do not think 
sutticient time has elapsed since 1899 to 
make it expedient to consider the question 
of amending legislation at present. 


GRANARD (CO. LONGFORD) ESTATE. 
Mr, J. P. FARRELL: | beg to ask the 


Chiet Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
ot Ireland whether any, and, if so, what 
steps have been taken to ascertain the 


cause of delay in offering sales to tenants 
whose applications had previously been 
rejected as too high by the Land Com- 
mission on the Granard, county Long- 
ford, Estate ; whether a request under the 
fortieth section has been applied for or 
granted ; and whether steps to facilitate 
the sales will now be taken. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I understand from 
the solicitors having carriage of the pro- 
ceedings that the tenants are responsible 
for any delay that has occurred, and that 
when their objections are withdrawn 
the matter will proceed under the fortieth 
The solicitors deny that the 
previous applications were rejected by 
the Land Commissioners on the ground 
stated. 


Mr. J.P. FARRELL: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that in this case it is 
only one tenant who is obstructing ! 
Cannot the cases of the other tenants be 
expedited t 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not 
it is possible. 
obstruction is at the 
tenant, but the case has not yet come 
betore the Land Court. 


section. 


think 


instance otf one 


ALLEGATIONS AGAINST AN ARMAGH 
MAGISTRATE, 


Mr. M'FADDEN: | beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland whether the 
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attention of the Lord Chancellor of 
Ireland has been directed to a judgment 
delivered by his honour Judge Kisbey, 
at the recent Armagh Quarter Sessions, 
in the case of Mary Anne Ballantine +, 
Lord Gosford, in which the county court 
judge characterised the conduct of Mr, 
H. A. Johnston, B.L.. a magistrate of 
county Armagh, as an unworthy juggle 
caleulated and intended to mislead and 
deceive the plaintiff and cause her eom- 
pletely and. as he thought. irrevocably 
to change her position to her pecuniary 
loss, also that in another part of the same 
judgment an act of Mr. Johnston’s is 
described as a map trick, and a cunning 
and disgraceful piece of imisrepresenta- 
tion; and whether. seeing that Mr. 
Johnston is a magistrate for the county of 
Armagh, it is the intention of the Lord 
Chancellor to continue him in the com- 
mission of the peace. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON.  London- 
derry, N.): L understand that an appeal 
has been lodged by Mr. Johnston against 
the decision of the county court judge. 
pending which it would be premature to 
refer the matter to the Lord Chancellor, 
as is apparently suggested in the question. 


CONVICT J. R. SULLIVAN. 
Mr. FLYNN: | beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant oi 
Ireland whether he is aware that a man 
named John R. O'Sullivan. of Mill 
street district, county Cork, was. sen- 
tenced at the Cork Assizes in 1892 to two 
terms of imprisonment of ten and four 
teen run 
whether, in view of the sympathy felt 
for the man’s wife and family, he will 
communicate with the Lord Lieutenant 
with a view of recommending the exercise 

of the Royal Clemency in this cise. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The 
named in the question was convicted at 
the Munster Winter Assizes of 1891 of 
two separate offences and sentenced, as 
stated. His has considered 
by the Lord Lieutenant several times, on 
memorial, the last occasion so recent) 
asthe 10th January, when it was decided 
that the law must take its course. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Can the hon. 
Gentleman say why the same clemency 
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was not extended to this man as was 
shown to the bailiff of Lord Kenmare, 
who committed a murder ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order ! 
BELFAST NIGHT LONDON MAIL. 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : I beg to ask 

the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 
he is aware that although the night mail 
irom Belfast for Dublin, the provinces, 
and England is despatched at 10 p.m. the 
principal office closes at 9 p.m. for postal 
and telegraph business, and the work is 
transferred to an office in a back street, 
which arrangement causes public in- 
convenience ; whether he is aware that 
the hour of closing is now the same as 
twenty years ago; can he say approxi- 
initely the annual saving by the present 
arrangement, and whether representa- 
tions have been received by the postal 
withorities upon this subject from the 
local chamber of commerce; and whether, 
in view of the acceleration of mails in 
recent years, and the practice in other 
large offices of closing the chief office 
until some time after the despatch of the 
night mails, he will arrange to have the 
principal office kept open for an ex- 
tended time. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : No 
representations on the subject have been 
received from the chamber of commerce ; 
but the Postmaster General has decided 
to keep the public counter at the head 
oftice, Belfast, open until 10 p.m., and 
the necessary instructions will be given 
as early as practicable. 


ROMAN CATHOLIC 
MAGISTRATES. 

Mr. BOYLE (Donegal, W.): I beg to 
usk the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he can state the 
respective numbers of the Roman Catholic 
and Protestant populations in the petty 
sessions districts of Dunfanaghy, Fal- 
carragh, Bunbeg, and Stranorlar, in the 
county of Donegal, and the number of 
toman Catholic and Protestant magis- 
trates entitled to sit on the local benches 
in each of said districts ; and whether 
he will take steps to give the Roman 
Catholic populations a representation on 
the local benches in said districts, if not 
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in proportion to their numbers at least 
equal to the number of Protestant magis- 
trates entitled to sit in each of said petty 
sessions districts, 


Mr. WYNDHAM : 
ascertained, the religious denominations 
of the local justices of the peace entitled 
to sit at the petty sessions, in the order 
named in the question, are as follows : 
Protestants, 7, 6, 2, and 9; and Roman 
Catholics, 2, 3, 2, and 7, respectively. 
There is no official information on the 
distribution of religious denominations 
by petty sessional districts. Recommen 
dations for the commission of the peace 
should be made to the Lieutenant of the 
county, who will submit them, if he 
considers them suitable, to the Lord 
Chancellor. It is not in my province to 
intervene in the matter as suggested. 


So far as can be 


OF SMALL HOUSES IN 
IRELAND. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): | 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state how many purchases have been 
completed in Ireland under the Small 
Houses (Acquisition of Houses) Act ; 
whether he has had any complaint of the 
obstacles placed in the working of the 
Act by technical objections ; and whether 
the Government intend to simplify and 
cheapen the machinery of the Act. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : The Local Govern- 
ment Board have sanctioned one loan, 
applied for by the Dublin Corporation 
under the provisions of the Small Dwell- 
ings Acquisition Act of 1899, to enable the 
corporation to make advances for the 
purchase of five dwellings. No com- 
plaints of the nature mentioned in the 
second paragraph have been received by 
the board, but the evidence given at the 
inquiry held in reference to the Dublin 
loan indicated that there were some 
technical difficulties in connection with 
the registration of titles. In answer to 
the last paragraph, the Act has been in 
operation in Ireland for so limited a time 
as to offer insufficient grounds for con- 
sidering the question of further legisla- 
tion. 


ACQUISITION 


LABOURERS (IRELAND) ACTS. 
Mr. KENDAL O’BRIEN (Tipperary, 
Mid): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
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to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he 
can state what is the total number of 
applications under the Labourers (Ire- 
land) Acts for cottages and plots and for 
allotments made since 1883, specifying 
the number of applications under each 
schedule in the representation forms, 
how many of these applications were 
rejected by the Local Government Board 
on the recommendation of their inspectors 
and by the Privy Council on appeal, 
specifying the number rejected in respect 
ot each schedule. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Information in 
respect to the different schedules of the 
forms of applications for cottages could 
only be obtained from the clerks of dis- 
trict councils, and this would entail an 
enormous amount of labour upon these 
officials without any commensurate re- 
sult. The total number of cottages 
applied for to the Local Government 
Board from the inception of the Labourers 
Acts tothe 31st March, 1899, was 31,742, 
of which 16,056 were finally authorised 
to be built. The number of cottages 
rejected by the Privy Council was 560, 
and of the remaining 15,126 cases it 
would be impossible to say how many 
were invalid or how many were rejected 
by the Local Government Board without 
an examination of every scheme, which 
would occupy several weeks. 


Mr. KENDAL O'BRIEN put a long 
supplementary question which was in- 
audible in the press gallery, and Mr. 
SPEAKER warned him that he was exceed- 
ing the limits of such questions. 


Mr. OSHEE (Waterford, W.) : I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether at the local 
inquiries under the Labourers (Ireland) 
Acts the inspectors of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, as a general rule, pass all 
applications for additional half-acres by 
labourers who have already got one half 
acre under said Acts, and recognise no 
ground of objection except the neglect 
of the district council to endeavour to 
arrive at an agreement to acquire the 
additional plots before seeking compul- 
sory powers; and whether the desir- 
ability of taking this step beforehand 
will be pointed out by circular to the 
district councils. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: It is not, I am 
informed, a fact that all applications for 
additional half-acres are, as a general 
rule, approved of if it is shown that all 
reasonable efforts have been made to 
acquire the additional plots by agreement. 
On the contrary, various other matters 
arise for consideration in such cases, for 
example, the tenant’s avocation and his 
care of the existing plot, the size of the 


farm from which the plot is to be taken, 


etc. In fact, it is on grounds such as 
these that any applications for additional 
half-acres which have been thrown out 
have been rejected, and not on the ground 
mentioned in the question. 


Mr. O'SHEE : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he will state what amount 
remains unexpended in each county of 
Munster and Leinster, out of the Ex- 
chequer contribution of £40,000 per 
annum granted under the Purchase of 
Land (Ireland) Act, 1891, in aid of the 
rates leviable in respect of cottages pro 
vided since 1891 under the Labourers 


(Ireland) Acts. , 
Mr. WYNDHAM: No portion of the 


grant in question remained unissued in 
either Munster or Leinster at the date of 
the last distribution, which took place in 
March, 1900, 


SINKING OF A DREDGER OFF CORK 
HARBOUR. 
Captain DONELAN: I beg to ask 


the President of the Board of Trade, 
with reference to the loss of a dredger 
outside Cork Harbour with twelve lives, 
whether she was surveyed previous to 
her departure by engineers or shipwrights 
who have had no practical experience 
in charge of ships, or in the actual use of 
boats and life-saving equipment gene- 
rally, or by ex-shipmasters who, — by 
reason of their previous service, are 
fully conversant with these necessary 
appliances, and able to judge as to their 
efficiency or otherwise. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
Board of Trade surveyors who sur- 
veyed the dredger to which the hon. 
Member refers were a shipwright and 


an engineer. Having undergone special 


training, and being guided by definite 
rules, they were fully qualified to deak 
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with the question of boats and life-saving 
equipments generally as well as with the 
question of stability. 

Captain DONELAN : May I ask the 
right hon. Gentleman if he can say what 
practical experience engineers possess as 
to the actual use of boats and life saving 


at sea. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: That is 


a question of which notice should. | 
think. be given. 
Captain  DONELAN: Is the right 


hon. Gentleman aware that considerable 
dissatisfaction exists in the merchant 
service at the manner in- which these 
ships are surveyed ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I 


decline to answer this question ! 


must 


BELFAST VALUATION. 

Mr. FIELD: | beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he will agree to the 
Return respecting Belfast Valuation 
standing on to-day’s Paper. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The new Valuation of Belfast will not be 
completed before Ist March, and until 
the appeals have been heard and the 
final amounts settled it will not be pos- 
sible to give the information asked for. 
CORONER AND THE PUBLIC 

EXECUTIONER. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY : I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that a 
summons was issued by the coroner for 
Cork City for the attendance of a wit- 
ness named Billington, who, when so 
summoned, refused to attend the court, 
and that a warrant issued by the coroner 
for Billington’s arrest was not executed 
by the police authorities ; also that, at 
an inquest in Belfast within the past 
few days, a summons was issued by the 
coroner for the attendance of a witness 
named Carlisle, who, when so sum- 
moned, did not attend the court, and that 
a warrant issued by the coroner was 
acted upon by the police; and can he 
explain why the coroner's warrant was 
acted upon in Belfast and not in Cork ; 
and will he state whether a coroner’s 
warrant for the arrest of a witness for 
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contempt of court is as efficacious as a 
warrant issued by a magistrate; and: 
what is the procedure adopted in Eng- 
land in similar cases. 


Mr. ATKINSON: At the request of 
my right hon. friend I will reply to this 
question. The coroner's warrant was 
acted upon by the police in Belfast 
because there was nothing to show that 
it was not duly issued by the coroner 
in the rightful discharge of his duties,. 
whereas in Cork it was obvious from 
the proceedings which took place before 
the coroner betore he issued his warrant 
that the presence of Executioner Bil- 
lington was not required at the inquest 
for the purposes of the only inquiry on 
which the coroner had jurisdiction to 
enter, but for an indirect and improper 
purpose. The practice in England and 
Ireland is, I believe, identical—the pre- 
sence of the executioner at the inquest 
is, 1 believe, never required. The dif- 
ferent warrants mentioned in the last 
paragraph are equally efficacious. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY: Can the right: 
hon. Gentleman say if the police autho- 
rities are a court of appeal to which 
a coroner's court is subject ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : No. Sir. 
Mr. FLYNN: With regard to the: 


warrant issued by the coroner of the: 
city of Cork, what is the right hon. 
Gentleman’s ground for stating that 
the attendance of the executioner was. 
required for an improper purpose ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: It is quite impos- 
sible to discuss this matter in the form 
of question and answer, but if the hon. 
Gentleman brings. it forward on the- 
Estimates I shall be happy to explain 


and defend the action that has been 
taken. 
Mr. PATRICK © BRIEN: May I 


ask whether it is a fact that the law in 
Ireland requires that’ in all cases of a 
death in prison an inquest shall be held. 
and a record kept of the verdict ! 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! ‘That: 
is a general question, which does not 
arise out of the question on the Paper. 


'General questions of law cannot be: 


raised in this manner. 
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Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : I want to 
know, is there any record of the death 
and of the verdict of the jury in this 


ease, and, if not. what is the reason ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : The reason is that 
the coroner most improperly and_ ille- 
gally refused to complete the inquest. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY: If the coroner 
acted improperly. why has he not been 
dismissed by the Lord Chancellor ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order! 


SMALL-POX IN DONEGAL. 


Mr. O DOHERTY : I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland if his attention has been directed 
to a case of small-pox near Cardonagh, 
county Donegal, imported into that 
district lately from Glasgow ; and what 
steps (if any) the Local Government 
Board tor Ireland will take to prevent 


any more such cases being imported | 


from Glasgow; whether he is aware 
that the request made by the Public 


Health Committee of the Londonderry | 


Corporation to the Local Government 
Board to issue a sealed order preventing 
the importation of old clothes and rags 
into that city and district from Glasgow 
during the prevalence of the small-pox 
epidemic in the latter city has been 
retused ; and whether, considering the 
intimate touch of Londonderry and dis- 
trict with Glasgow, the Local Govern- 
ment Board will direct the Londonderry 
port sanitary authority to take precau- 
tions with respect to the examination 
of the cross-channel steamers similar to 
those taken by them during the late 
bubonic plague epidemic in Glasgow. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The medical in- 
spector of the Local Government Board, 
who has made careful inquiry into the 
allegation contained in the first para- 
graph. states it is absolutely without 
foundation.. The Board were unable 
to comply with the request made by the 
Public Health Committee, as it has not 
been shown that small-pox is conveyed 
through the medium of old clothes. 


The Board do not consider it necessary 
to entorce in respect ot sinall-pox the 
precautionary measures which were held 
to be 


plague. 


essential in respect of bubonic 
The Board have intormed the 
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authorities at Londonderry and other 
ports that vaccination or re-vaccination 
provide the best safeguards against a 
spread of small-pox. 


IRISH RAILWAY EXTENSION. 

Mr. M'GOVERN (Cavan, W.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
| Trade whether his attention has been 
called to the agreement entered into by 
| the Great Northern and Midland Great 
| Western Railway Companies of Ireland, 
'in the year 1894, not to contribute to 
|or promote or encourage in any way, 
directly or indirectly, the construction 
| of new lines into the district of the other 
}company ; and will he state what steps 
| the Government intend to take to pro- 
tect the traders and farmers in the 
| districts referred to in this agreement 
from the monopoly of these two railway 
companies. 


| Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: \. 


the Board of Trade have no information 
| with regard to any such agreement, 
nor, if It exists, 1s 1t One In Connection 
with which they have any legal or ad- 
j ministrative control. The question of 
| quasi-monopoly enjoyed by any railway 
| company or railway companies is one for 
{the determination of the Legislature in 
| connection with any competing schemes 
| which may be brought before it, and not 
tor the Board of Trade. 





), Sir: 


TOBACCO CULTIVATION IN TRELAND 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieuw- 
tenant of Ireland if he state the 
acreage under cultivation of tobacco in 
the various counties of Ireland last vear, 
the average vield per acre, the cost of 
cultivation, the price obtained, and the 
net profit per acre. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Experiments u 
tobacco culture were carried out by the 
Department of Agriculture in fourteen 
counties last year, with results suth- 
ciently satisfactory to justify further 
trials this year. So far, only the stages 
of drying and fermenting in regard to 
last year’s crop have been reached, and 
until the manufacture is complete it 
would not be possible to give figures as 
to the cost of cultivation, etc. All avail- 
able details of the experiments will be 


can 





found in the November and February 
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issues of the Journal of the Depart- 
ment. 


“DAY OF GENERAL 


THE RECENT 
AND WICK- 


MOU RNING ” —POLICE 

LOW SHOPKEEPERS. 

Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
tothe Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he will state on whose authority Con- 
stable Garry, on the evening of Ist Feb- 
ruary, Visited the shopkeepers of Carnew, 
county Wicklow, and told them that 
the following day, Saturday, 2nd_ of 
February, would be a holiday, and that 
they were not to sell any goods, and 
that all business was to be suspended as 
u mark of respect for the memory of the 
late Queen. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am_ informed 
that the constable made no communica- 
tion to the shopkeepers of Carnew such 
as is alleged in the question. 


LONDONDERRY POST OFFICE STAFF. 
Mr. O'DOHERTY : I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, if he 
will state the number of clerks appointed 
to the Londonderry Post Office during 
the past year; whether examinations 
are held for the positions of clerks in the 
said post office, and with whom the 
nomination (if any) required by candi- 
dates lies ; and how many examinations 
were held during the past year; and, 
seeing that the practice in post offices in 
other Irish cities is to duly advertise or 
give public notice of the qualifications 
required of candidates and the dates of the 
examinations, will he explain why this 
practice is not followed in Londonderry ; 
and whether, in future, the Postmaster 
(reneral will take steps to have all such 
examinations duly advertised. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
There were no male sorting clerks and 
telegraphists appointed at Londonderry 
last year, but two females were appointed. 
Limited competitions are held from time 
to time, as vacancies oceur, for the posi- 
tion of learner at Londonderry, nomina- 
tion by the Postmaster General through 
the postmaster being necessary. One 
competition for female learners was held 
last year. Such competitions, whether 
held at Londonderry or other towns 
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where the same system exists, are not 
advertised, as a sufficient number of 
candidates is obtainable without adver- 
tising. At Belfast, Cork, and Dublin, 
where open competitions are held, the 
examinations are advertised by the 
Civil Service Commissioners in the: 
local papers. No alteration of the exist- 
ing practice is in contemplation. 


MAIDSTONE ELECTION PETITION. 

Mr. CHARLES ALLEN (Gloucester- 
shire, Stroud): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether, in view 
of the circumstances connected with the 
recent Maidstone Election Petition, he 
can hold out any hope of an amendment 
of the Law relating to Corrupt Practices 
at Elections. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLtrour, Manchester, 
E.): I am not aware of any circum- 
stances connected with the Maidstone 
Election which seem to me to suggest any 
general alteration in our law in regard 
to bribery. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It may be for 
the convenience of the House that | 
should give notice that at the very earliest 
opportunity I shall move, as a sessional 
order, the Friday Supply Rule, and also 
move to amend Standing Order 51 by 
omitting the words ‘‘ Ways and Means.” 
I] am afraid that I shall also have to ask 
the House to give the Government 
special facilities for Supply before Easter. 
The amount of work we have got to get 
through in order to carry out the law 
before Easter is very considerable. Very 
important subjects of debate must arise, 
and | confess, though I have no other 
complaint to make, that I view the pro- 
longation of the debate on the Address 
with some alarm, simply from the fact 
that the discussion on the Estimates 
must be got through by a certain fixed 
date ; and every day on which we main- 
tain the general discussion going on for 
the last week makes it rather more 
difficult for us without putting ourselves 
to considerable inconvenience in getting 
through the necessary work. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Does 
the right hon.. Gentleman propose to. 
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take Committee of Supply early this 
week ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes. 


Mr. LOUGH: Will the right hon. 
‘Gentleman say whether he will consider 
the advisability of setting apart Tuesdays 
anstead of Fridays to Supply, or whether 
he will not take an opportunity of con- 
sulting the House on the point } 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is a 
question which I have considered al- 
ready, and [ must admit that, on the 
whole, I do not think the general opinion 
of the House is in favour of it. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
May [ ask the right hon. Gentleman 
whether he will give fair notice of the 
proposed innovation of the abolition of 
the opportunity for moving Amend- 
ments on the Speaker leaving the chair 
when the House goes into Committee of 
Ways and Means ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: | can give the 
‘hon. Gentleman the information he asks 
for now. It is simply after Standing 
Order 51 to leave out the words “ or 
Ways and Means.” 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I want 
notice as to the day on which he pro- 
poses to move his motion. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That depends 
upon the length of time the House 
-desires to discuss the Speech from the 
Throne. 


Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.): 
Can the right hon. Gentleman say if he 
proposes to move the suspension of the 
Twelve o'clock Rule to-morrow ? 


Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) : 
And whether before he moves his motion 
he will be prepared to muzzle Members 
of the House of Commons ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No; I do not 
propose to move the suspension of the 
Twelve o'clock Rule to-morrow. 


Mr. DILLON : I appeal to the right 
hon. Gentleman not to deprive me of 
the opportunity of moving the Amend- 
-ment I have on the Paper. 


{COMMONS} 


the King’s Speech. 1062 


*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order ! Ques- 
tions as to the time at which the Govern- 
ment will move the closure are irregular. 
They are practically debating the ques- 
tion. 


ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HIS 
MAJESTY’S MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 


[EIGHTH Day’s DEBATE. | 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Main Question [14th Feb- 
ruary|, “That an humble Address be 
presented to His Majesty, as followeth : 


* Most Gracious Sovereign, 


“We, Your Majesty's most dutiful 
and loyal subjects, the Commons of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, in Parliament assembled, beg 
leave to offer our humble thanks to 
Your Majesty for the Gracious Speech 
which Your Majesty has addressed to 
both Houses of Parliament.” — (Vr. 
Forster.) 


Question again proposed, 


GIBRALTAR Docks. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said the matter which he had now 
to introduce to the notice of the 
House was one of great importance 

of national importance. ‘The question 
was whether Gibraltar had ceased to be 
an impregnable fortress and a safe 
naval refuge, and had become an unten- 
able refuge for ships, owing to the 
eharacter of certain works made there, 
and to the great improvements and the 
increased range, mobility, and invisi- 
bility of modern guns. By his Amend- 
ment he asked that an inquiry, a prompt, 
complete, and thorough inquiry, should 
be made into the circumstances which 
had arisen and which might render Gib- 
raltar a source of weakness to the Em- 
pire instead of being a source of strength. 
He had feared at one time that he would 
have had to discuss the question and 
endeavour to persuade the House that 
the view he took upon the question 
was the right one, and he thought he 
could have so persuaded the House. 
But such a discussion would have in- 
volved many considerations with regard 
to foreign nations which he would have 
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hesitated to adduce and have been sorry 
to discuss in the House. He had always 
been anxious not to debate this question 
in the House, and the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Leader of the House would 
not question the fact that he (Mr. 
Bowles) had taken months before, and 
repeatedly since, such steps as lay in his 
power to induce the Government, by 
private representations, to undertake 
the inquiry he desired. He assured 
the House that it was only because 
those efforts failed that he was, as 
he thought, driven to resort to the 
pamphlet he had published upon the 
subject and to put the Amendment on 
the Paper. To his great relief he had 
now received a communication from the 
Government, which made him hope it 
might be unnecessary to proceed further 
with his Amendment ; and he had, if he 
might use the metaphor, not come down 
to lay siege to the Government, but 
to receive the keys of the fortress. 

He had few more words to say upon the 
It was, in his opinion, his duty 
towards the question itself, and also 
to those who had promised to support 
him in his resolution not to withdraw 
the Amendment quite silently or without 
from the Government 
that they would take steps to satisty 
himself, and those who had done him 
the honour to support him, by agree- 
ing to such an inquiry as he desired 
into the safety and adequacy and de- 
fensibility of the works, and the com- 
parative advantages of the east and west 
sides of the Rock. It was a question 
whetherany of the works on the western 
side might not require to be transferred 
to the eastern, and, if so, whether any 
other works would require to be erected 
there. 

He trusted he might receive that 
assurance, and he also trusted that if the 
inquiry showed, as it undoubtedly would 
show, that there were dangers in the 
present system which it was essential 
to remedy, the Government would con- 
sider what remedy to apply and would 
apply it. The Government might con- 
sider that he had taken up this matter 
with an undue amount of determination 
and pressed it with what might be eon- 
sidered an undue amount of pertinacity, 
but if that were had done it 
solely from a sense of public duty 
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and to avoid what he, at all 
thought was likely to be « danger 
tothe Empire. He had done his duty so 
far as he could, and he was glad to admit 
that he had been met with an open- 
mindedness on the part of the Govern- 
ment which was as novelas it was agree- 
able. He formally moved the Amend- 
ment of which he had given notice. 


events, 


Amendment proposed— 


“At the end of the (Juestion, to add the 
words,-* And we humbly represent to Your 
Majesty the desirability of now making a 
further and more complete inquiry into the 
works under construction at Gibraltar, and 
the dangers to which those works are exposed : 
and of suspending the further prosecution of 
work on Docks Nos. | and 2 until such inquiry 
has been completed and its results considered 
by Your Majesty’s Government. ’*—(Vr. 
Gihson Bowl: S). 


(Juestion proposed, ~*~ That those words 
be there added.” 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
EK.) : As my hon. friend has only moved 
this formally, [ hope the House will for- 
give me for rising to reply without await- 
ing the formality of the Amendment being 
seconded. [| am sure everybody will 
agree that my hon. friend made no 
undue claim upon the House when he 
said he was moved solely by a sense 
of public duty and by no other motive 
in bringing up this question. In_re- 
fraining from pressing the Amend- 
ment he has, | think, given additional 
proof of the patriotism and public 
spirit with which he is animated. 
[ am glad, although I am in one respect 
sorry, that my hon. friend has not had 
an oppertunity of making a speech upon 
this subject, because a speech from him 
upon a subject with regard to which 
he possesses a minute knowledge and 
does not depend upon hearsay for his 
facts would be most weleome. But 
my hon. friend must realise that it is 
impossible to have a discussion upon 
this question without raising inter- 
national and strategical problems which 
in the public interest it would not be 
wise to thrash thoroughly out across 
the floor of the House. 

[t is possible that international ques- 
tions might be dragged by accident into 
the discussion, and when such inter- 
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national questions are dragged into a 
debate it is difficult to be assured that 
there may not be misunderstandings 
and misconceptions, which it is always 
desirable to avoid. Now we thoroughly 
recognise the necessity, with my hon. 
friend, that the ever changing nature 
of naval warfare requires us from time 
to time to review the conditions under 
which a great naval base like Gibraltar 
is defended, and my hon. friend has done 
much to show that such occasion of 
review presents itself at the present time, 
and I am sure, if he will give us his valu- 
able assistance in carrying out that re- 
view, either formally or informally, we 
shall be grateful to him, and I know, 
through private communications with 
him, that my hon. friend is quite ready 
to lay before the Admiralty and the War 
Office all the information at his disposal. 
In the meantime I do not think it is 
necessary for me to do more than thank 
him for the patriotic line he has taken. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES made an obser- 
vation which did not reach the gallery. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My hon. friend 
whispers to me that I have not promised 
the inquiry ; but that I will certainly do 
now, and I ask my hon. friend to take 
notice of the fact that I hope he will serve 
upon it and give us the benefit of his 
information and advice. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee) concurred in the views of the 
Leader of the House, and thought the 
inquiry would be an extremely useful 
one. His only object in intervening in 
the discussion was to make it perfectly 
clear that the scheme for the defence of 
Gibraltar, which was now called into 
question, was not in any way thought- 
lessly adopted either by the late Liberal 
(iovernment or the House itself. He 
helieved there never was a scheme sanc- 
tioned more deliberately by the House 
with its eyes open than this scheme. At 
the time it was proposed an informal 
expert Committee sat for several days. 
The Committee consisted of every Mem- 
her of the House who chose to take part 
in it, and it was satisfactory to all, 
including the hon. Member for King’s 
Lynn, who expressed in the debate 
which subsequently took place’ an 


Wr. A.J. Balfour. 
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opinion in favour of the dock in the 
position decided on, and said that even 
in the unlikely event of a war with Spain 
it would not in all probability suffer 
much damage. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that if 
the hon. Gentleman was going to enter 
into a discussion to which he would not 
have an opportunity of replying, and to 
refer to observations made by him in a 
debate which took place in 1896, he 
should also read the reply made by him 
in his pamphlet. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said that 
he only referred to the debate in order to 
show that the scheme at that time was 
apparently satisfactory to the hon. Mem 
ber. At the same time the hon. Gentle 
man was quite entitled to take the line 
he had. He had discharged his public 
duty conscientiously, and he (Mr. Robert- 
son) was glad that he had received a 
favourable reply from the Government 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): This 
seems to me to raise a question of a 
somewhat serious nature. It appears to 
me a very strange thing that both the 
Governments—the late Liberal Govern- 
ment and the Conservative Govern- 
ment—should propose to spend many 
millions upon works at Gibraltar, 
and that it should fall to the lot of my 
hon. friend, a civilian Member, to find 
out that this was not a wise thing to do. 
Having regard to the many naval ex 
perts there are in the Service, it is strange 
that it should fall to my hon. friend to 
discover that there is sufficient doubt 
about the construction of these forts, or 
harbours, or docks, or whatever they are, 
to necessitate having a Committee to 
inquire into them. I do find it ex- 
tremely difficult to understand how ij 
came to be possible for my hon. friend 
to go to Gibraltar and see things which 
ought to be, to the ordinary military 
man, obvious, and then to write a pam- 
phlet which induces the Government 
practically to alter the plans they have 
adopted. If this be true of the greatest 
fortress we hold, one of the wonders of 
the world, and one of the glories of the 
Empire, how can we who profess to 
know nothing about the Army or Navy 
feel satisfied that the Army and Navy 
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are being managed properly in other 
directions ? The First Lord of the Trea- 
sury acknowledges that he wants a Com- 
mittee to inquire into this question, and 
he asks a gentleman who is neither a 
soldier nor a sailor to act upon it. 
That seems to me to be a most extra- 
ordinary thing. The alterations in the 
conditions of warfare, no doubt, have 
been very great, but have we to learn 
from the Boers that modern artillery has 
a range of 9,000 or 10,000 yards? We 
should have known this long ago. Many 
civilians knew it, and my hon. friend 
knew it. Lord Goschen was for years 
at the head of the Navy. He has been 
succeeded by a great man (the Earl of 
Selborne). Did any of these people 


know about the dangers which have | 


been pointed out by my hon. friend ? 
It has fallen to my hon. friend, a civilian, 
to point out tothe Army and Navy these 
elementary principles. If this the 
way the affairs of our Army and Navy 
are conducted, all I can say is that the 
public will demand, more than ever 
before, that there should be most sweep- 
ing reforms. 

This is not a party question in any 
sense, because at the General Election 
the question next to the war was the 
reform of the Army and Navy, and 
there is a feeling abroad that, in spite of 
the enormous sums which 
expended, in spite of the many millions, 
now amounting to over £30,000,000 or 
£40,000,000 annually, for the Army 
and Navy, we have not got a technical 
body in any of these branches of the 
service able to find out the dangers 
which have been referred to. It remains 
for a private Member of this House to 
discover them. It is for the purpose of 
inquiring into these things that a Com- 
mittee is to be appointed. I do say that, 
in the interest of our great country, and 
in the interest of the Army and Navy, 
it is necessary that this matter should be 
looked into. We should, with these facts 
before us, look more carefully than 
ever into every detail of Army and 
Navy administration, so as to put the 
country on a footing of real security. 
1 am sure that the public will agree that 
the Army and Navy organisation is com- 
pletely wrong, and the idea will be forced 
upon them that something of a drastic 
nature should be carried out at once. 
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*Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef- 

field, Ecclesall): The hon. Gentleman 
who has just sat down has based his 
statements on a large assumption— 
namely, that the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn is correct in his facts with 
regard to this issue. I do not at all regret 
that this Committee has been granted ; 
but I must endorse to a very large extent 
what has been said by the hon. Member 
opposite. I do not think that any 
question has been more elaborately 
inquired into by all the experts available 
than this question, and I hope the House 
will not assume that the hon. Member 
for King’s Lynn—whose great authority 
on these questions I admit, and who 
is very often correct in his views — is 
right in this case, because there is a 
great deal to be said on the other side, 
as will no doubt appear when the new 
Committee sifts all the evidence avail- 
able. 

The whole question is a very simple 
one, and may be put into a single sen 
tence: whether the risk of war with 
Spain—and that is a very small one— 
is not completely outweighed by the 
great and undoubted dangers which the 
east side of the dock presents for the 
dock accommodation now being pro- 
vided. ‘That is the principal question 
that the Committee will have to consider. 
[An Hon. MemBer: No.| There are the 
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wind and waves, and to the attacks from 
the sea to be set off. That is the main 
question the Committee will have to con- 
sider, and I doubt if the evidence will bear 
out what my hon. friend has stated. |] 
trust the House will not assume that my 
hon. friend is correct in this case because 
he has published a pamphlet and ob- 
tained a Committee. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): I extremely rejoice at the turn 
this debate has taken, and I congratulate 
my hon. friend the mover of the Amend- 
ment. I also rejoice at the prompt 
action of my right hon. friend the First 
Lord of the Treasury in at once meeting 
my hon. friend, and thus avoiding 


\further discussion. 


I only rise now to draw attention to 
a matter which I have often brought 
before the House on former occasions, 
and that is the position of this House with 
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regard to the expenditure of money on 
the Army and Navy. The body I want to 
have an explanation about as regards 
this matter of Gibraltar is the Cabinet 
Defence Committee. That is the body 
I consider entirely responsible for the 
existing state of things. I 
going into any details. I shall confine 
myself broadly to the commonplace fact 
that this important question concerning 
Gibraltar is partly naval and _ partly 
military. 
naval strategy, and when you come to 
the details it requires technical military 
knowledge. 
we shall get at the fact whether this 
matter was or was not decided by 
the Defence Committee of the Cabinet. 
Was it decided by two Defence Com- 
mittees of two different Governments or 
not? We are told that this Defence 
Committee keeps no records, and there- 
fore perhaps we shall never know. 
I trust I shall have an opportunity 
to illustrate more fully the evil of our 
present system in dealing with these 
problems—the system which precludes 
the action of this most responsible 
Defence Committee of the Cabinet from 
being commented upon by this House. 
The whole difficulty would be got over if 
the Government would allocate £5 as 
salary to the President of the Defence 
Committee on the Army or Navy Esti- 
mates. This House would then be in a 
position to find out who was responsible 
in this country for what has been done 
and what has been left undone at Gib- 
raltar and elsewhere. Iam delighted at 
the course events have taken. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I have to 
thank the First Lord of the Treasury 
for the assurance he has given. | 
assure him that, so far as I can, con- 
sistently with my public duty, I shall 
give him every assistance I am able to 
afford. I beg leave to withdraw the 
Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Main Question again proposed. 


SouTH AFRICA (SURRENDERS OF TROOPS). 


Mr. 
Molton): I want to bring before the 
House the necessity of inquiring into the 
surrenders that have taken place in 


Sir John Colomb. 
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| South Africa, so that by the lesson there 
learned we shall prevent a recurrence of 
| them in the future. There is no subject 
| which has more profoundly moved the 
| British people than the continual list of 
surrenders in South Africa. They have 
not said much about them, because 
‘‘ surrender ”’ has rather a bitter taste in 
'an Englishman’s mouth. For my part, 
I do not mean to impugn the bravery of 
| our officers and soldiers in South Africa. 
I do not think that any man, however 
hostile he may be to the war, can say 
' that the officers and men in South Africa 
have not behaved with the greatest 
gallantry and courage, and I do not want 
in the smallest degree to gloat over the 
disasters that havetaken place. I do not 
intend to follow the example of hon. 
'Gentlemen opposite who during the 
election placarded the walls with the word 
‘““Majuba.” For my own part I would 
prefer to leave in oblivion any disasters 
to the British forces, but if hon. Gentle- 
men opposite intend to follow the course 
to which they frequently had recourse 
during the election, they will have to 
considerably increase the number of the 
placards, because one placard would not 
contain the tale of surrenders in South 
Africa. In the casualty lists published 
in January there are lumped together 
some 8,703 men and 329 officers, a total 
of over 9,000, who have surrendered to 
the Boers, and in addition about 30 of our 
guns have been captured. 


I contend that we are entitled to infor- 
mation on these points, seeing that it is 
granted on the highest authority that 
the bravery of our officers and men in 
South Africa is unchallenged. If they 
are brave, and if the army in South 
Africa has shown the greatest courage, 
as I am glad to say it has been shown, 
there must be something wrong in con- 
nection with the surrenders that have 
taken place. They began at the com- 
mencement of the war, and they have 
been going on almost continually ever 
since. No greater humiliation has been 
inflicted on the British forces since the 
great war of last century in America, 
'That is a sufficiently ominous parallel. 
and we do not wish to carry it further. 
The Prime Minister said we wanted to 
‘have pointed out the defects of the 
‘system. That is my view. We know 
| there must have been defects, because 
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the British have an army of 250,000 men | gives us no information at all. When 
in South Africa, and the Boers have we consider that the names of all these 
never been able to bring into the field officers and men were mentioned, it is 
more than 50,000 men. We have most important, not only for the credit of 
suffered the losses I have mentioned in | the Army and the bravery of the soldiers 
men taken prisoners. Supposing we had but also for the credit of these officers 
been at war with a first-class Power, why, | themselves, to show where the true 
of course, these 9,000 who were taken | blame lies. Another case is that of 
would not have been released again. Stormberg, on 10th December, when two 
Now that they have been released, I hope guns and 630 prisoners were taken. 
the right hon. Gentleman will be able to These men were twenty-four hours on 
assure us that he will give publicity to this their legs, and if the Boers had been more 
inquiry, so that if we should ever be en- active they would have captured the 
gaged in war with a first-class Power we whole force. Upon whom does the blame 
shall never have to undergo the humilia- rest? That is what we want to kow.n 
tion we have undergone during the last Have sufficient precautions been taken 
fifteen months. The information at our that no such occurrences shall take place 
disposal is of the most meagre and un- in future? Then there is the Sanna’s 
satisfactory character. We know that Post disaster, on 31st March last, when 
the press censorship in South Africa is seven guns and 426 prisoners were taken. 
extremely severe. It cannot be exercised That was the result of an ambush, and 
with more courtesy, but I hope it will be Lord Roberts says that the disaster— 
We h sm Py oe pcg ge ’ “was mainly due to the failure of the patrol 
= veanaee 5 sae from Bolsman’s Kop to warn their comrades of 
mation about the disasters to which we the ambush.” 
are entitled. 

Some people will say that this is a 
question of washing dirty linen in public. 
[ do not quite agree. These matters 
have been published, and it is far better 
for our Army and our strength that this 
linen should be thoroughly cleansed, 
rather than tied up with red tape and 
hidden in some obscure corner of the 
War Office. The right hon. Gentleman 
told us it was his object to lay before the 
Parliament as full and frank a declaration 
as possible in these matters, and he hoped 
it would be contained in the despatches 
recently published. That, however, is 
hardly so. I have gone very carefully 


We should like to know who instructed 
the four men composing that patrol, and 
why they did not fire their guns to warn 
their comrades, especially as by so doing 
at that point this disaster would have 
been prevented? I do not pose as a 
military expert, but I think this illustrates 
one of the defects of our Army training. 
We do not give sufficient attention to 
field training; we think far too much 
about marching past in barrack square 
and pipeclaying accoutrements. I men- 
tion this not to cast blame upon any- 
body, but in order that the authorities 
should draw conclusions which will make 


through the despatches, but the infor- the British Army more efficient in the 
future than it has unfortunately proved 


mation they contain does not carry us a a 1 ad 
eck Gavtlee, Takes Ges cine-of Wichal.| be in South Africa. There is not the 


son’s Nek. which occurred on 30th | smallest doubt that field training is one of 
October. 1899 Thirty-seven officers and | the most important questions, and we are 
$07 tee oars talon prisoners—more ‘siete told in drill book and elsewhere that the 
the effective strength of many regiments (U°ston of outposts and reconnoitring 
now in South Africa. What is the in- '% #™0"8 the most important in the 


formation Sir George White is able to oO 3 ony sing reset aoe = 
giveus? He says— another case just aiterwards. n- 


| couraged by this success the Boers went 
stank eee has ae obtained — out and captured more than 400 officers 
ainat Ss Ww sev 7 1 

Weanded, weve: mor into ep cane by Ceneat and men at Reddersburg. _ a 
Joubert.” ; 'were sent to Dewetsdorp by General 

' Gatacre, but withdrawn by Lord Roberts's 
Is it reasonable to suppose that we can orders. Here again, why were they sent 
be satisfied with such information upon | to Dewetsdorp ? What was the reason of 
a disaster of this magnitude? It really | their surrender ? Was it want of am- 


2T 2 Eighth Day. 
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munition or want of water? We have 
no information whatever. I do not 


want to know for the purpose of im- 
pugning the gallantry of our soldiers, 
but I believe they must have been led by 
some person or other into a death-trap 
and obliged to surrender. It has been 
stated in the public press that though 
they surrendered at twelve o'clock, in the 
morning of that day they heard volleys of 
firing from the relief troops, and yet they 
were unable to hold out until relief came. 
Unfortunately it has been only too 
common in South Africa that the relief 
forces have arrived a day too late, and 
that is a point which | think is well worth 
the attention of the War Office. Then I 
come to a series of disasters connected 
with the name of Lindley. On the 31st 
May last a force of Yeomanry surrendered 
to the Boers. All we know is that they 
were ordered to join the Highland 
Brigade at Lindley ; that on their arrival, 
instead of finding the British there, they 
found the Boers, and that General Colvile 
had marched with them. Colonel 
Spragge halted three miles to the west of 
Lindley ; there were very few Boers in 
front of him, but they immediately 
assembled on hearing of the defenceless 
position of his force. Colonel Spragge 
was able to send messages to General 
Rundle, General Colvile, and Lord 
Methuen, and it is extraordinary that, 
while he apparently was in the centre of 
this triangle, neither of these generals was 
able to relieve him, nor was he able to take 
his troops to the nearest British force and 
so prevent this surrender to the enemy. 
General Rundle, we are told, tried to 
relieve the pressure, but did not succeed. 
Lord Methuen marched forty-four miles 
in twenty-four hours, but arrived too 
late. What we should like to know is, 
whether these troops held out as long as 
they could. The force was composed of 
the very highest type of British chivalry, 
at any rate, and it has been stated that 
the troops composing it were mainly 
millionaires. I do not wish in the 
slightest degree to impugn the conduct of 
millionaires. We know that when my 
right hon. friend below me passed his 
Budget in 1894 they were not willing to 
pay for their country, but I am sure 
they are willing to die for it; at any 
rate, millionaires should not have the 
undeserved reflection left upon them that 


Mr. Lambert. 
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they surrendered before they should 
have done. It is also stated that these 
battalions were seen to march away 
under the escort of eight armed Boers 
without making any attempt to escape. 
These are points which the right hon. 
Gentleman would do well to clear up 
in the interests not only of his own 
Department, but also of the Army at 
large. 

Another question is, what is the value 
of the patriotic but untrained soldiers who 
volunteer to go and fight the enemy in 
South Africa or elsewhere? We are 
undoubtedly largely relying at this 
moment upon the patriotic but untrained 
men sent out to the Cape, and we want 
to know whether these forces are really 
capable of sustaining—not by their 
courage, that ts beyond doubt, but by 
their training—the credit of the Empire 
in foreign countries. Would they be 
sufficient to meet the trained armies of 
Continental nations should they be 
called upon to face them? But to 
return tothis matter. ‘There must have 
been some mismanagement somewhere, 
because two days after the capture of 
this Yeomanry detachment a convoy 
consisting of fifty wagons. with an 
escort of the Highland Brigade, left 
Rhenoster River station. Surely, after 
the capture two days before of 500 
Yeomanry, this convoy should not have 
started, as Rhenoster River station is 
not more than twenty-five miles from 
the scene of the disaster. However, it 
started on the morning of one day, and 
on the afternoon of the next it was 
captured by the Boers. That made the 
Boers still more militant, and they 
attacked Rhenoster River station itself, 
where there were immense stores. There 
is not a single word in the despatches of 
Lord Roberts about these stores, but we 
know from reports in the press that the 
stores were there, and that they were 
guarded by the Derbyshire Militia. In 
this case Lord Roberts says, after five 
officers and thirty-two men had _ been 
killed and one hundred wounded out 
of a total force of 700, that “ further 
resistance would have been useless.” 
He does not say that of any other force 
to which a disaster occurred upon which 
he has reported. I hope that may lead 
the right hon. Gentleman to believe that 
the Militia has a right to claim more 
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attention from his Department in the 
future than it has received in the past. 
J do not want to go through the whole 
of this list, but there is the occurrence 
at Dewetsdorp, on 26th November, when 
500 men and two guns were taken by 
the Boers. That place had been in our 
possession for months. Why was that 
outpost not entrenched? Why were 
the British not able to reply to the Boers ? 
Why had 500 men to lay down their 
arms to a force of 2,000 Boers with six 
guns? Weused to think that one British 
soldier was equal to four foreigners, but 
at present it looks very different indeed. 

Here I may show how injustice may 
be done to British officers by these sur- 
renders. In many of the disasters o 
the past the greatest heroism has been 
displayed. At the small post of Helvetia, 
a very strong position reported on by 
Lord Kitchener, 200 prisoners and one 
gun were taken. Here is an extract 
from the Morning Post special corre- 
spondent’s account of this incident 
(dated 12th February)— 

“ The capture of the Liverpools at Helvetia 
some time before was executed in a similar 
manner. Descriptions of that affair have no 


doubt reached home already, but it may not be 
known that after—— ” (I will not mention his 


name—a certain major) “ had surrendered with 
his men and the 4°7 in. gun the Boers sent to 
Captain —— , who held a detached position 
with fifty men, demanding his surrender also. 
This he indignantly refused, and successfully 
beat off the enemy.” 


This is a direct imputation of cowardice 
against the major in command of this 
detachment, because the correspondent 
says he had 200 men and a gun at his 
disposal. 


' Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: He 


was severely wounded. 


Mr. LAMBERT: I know; I am 
coming to that. This is an imputation 
of cowardice ; but if you refer to Lord 
Kitchener's telegram you will see that 
the ofticer was severely wounded, and 
ought not to have this reflection on his 
courage cast upon him by an uninformed 
correspondent of the Morning Post. 
It is therefore in the interest of the 
officers themselves, as well as of the Army, 
that I bring forward these matters. 
Will the right hon. Gentleman give the 
information for which I ask? I think 
it is reasonable, and I hope he will give 
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it. At any rate, the country will not 
| be satisfied unless we have it. 


As the hon. Member for North Islington 
said just now, one of the great questions at 
issue at the last election was the reform 
of the War Office. In the address of 
almost every hon. Gentleman opposite 
that question took a very prominent 
part. The War Office has not the con- 
fidence of the country. In my opinion, 
that is undoubted. It may have the 
confidence of the right hon. Gentleman. 
I believe he is the only man who really 
defends it through thick and thin, but 
| he has appointed a Committee to tell him 
| whether even he ought to have that con- 
| fidence. Undoubtedly grave miscalcula- 
| tions have taken place which have shaken 
| the confidence of the country with the 
| War Office. We were within an ace, as 
| is shown by General Buller’s despatches, 
|of the greatest calamity that has ever 
|oecurred to a British garrison in the 
| history of the Army — we were within 
'an ace of the surrender of Ladysmith, 
| with 10,500 men and about thirty-six 
|guns. If Ladysmith had fallen it would 
‘have been a disaster the like of which 
| has never been suffered by the British 
| Army. The War Office were able to send 
| out what they thought to be a sufficient 
|foree in October, 1899, but a really 
| sufficient force did not arrive until 
| January or February, 1900. If we were 
/at war with a foreign Power the enemy 

would not wait for us; they would not 
wait for Lord Roberts to get out there, 
‘or until reinforcements arrived ; they 
| would strike at once at our vulnerable 
| points. Therefore we ought, in the 
| light of our past experience, to get some 
|information which will guide us in the 
future, and prevent such risks as we 
| have run during the last twelve months. 
We on this side of the House do not think 
the War Office reputation was raised by 
'that dream of last September that the 
| war was over. At that time it was a 
‘ridiculous fallacy to state that the war 
was over, though possibly this military 
perspicacity was more worthy of and 
would do honour to the Primrose 
League. It is extraordinary that this 
military perspicacity came in at the exact 
moment to suit the electoral exigencies 
of hon. Members opposite. I do not 
think that has raised the War Office in 
the eyes of the country. We do not feel 


Eighth Day. 
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justified in giving the War Office a 
blank cheque. The right hon. Gentle- 
man claims credit for the War Office that 
not a single man went hungry and not a 
single man suffered through want of 
supplies being landed at Cape Town. 
That may be true. Precisely the same 
excuse was put forward during the 
Crimean War. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): 
No, no! 


Mr. LAMBERT : 
Gentleman deny that ? 
Mr. BRODRICK: Yes, I do. 


Mr. LAMBERT: Then 1 will quote 


FOR | 
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question. He is not out of order, be- 
cause he is not confined to the terms of 
any Amendment before the House. 


the King’s Speech. 


Mr. LAMBERT: I can quite under- 
stand that the right hon. Gentleman 
would rather not go into the question 
of supplies. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am_ perfectly 
ready to go into the question at any 
moment, but I wish to do so upon a 


| motion on which I am entitled to reply. 


Does the right hon. | 


Mr. LAMBERT: And I hope the 


right hon. Gentleman will reply with 


| oceasion. 


more accuracy than he did upon the last 
This sort of thing has a very 


| bad effect on the recruiting for our Army. 


the authority of Lord Palmerston, who | 


said, after the inquiry had taken place 
into the Crimean War, and after all the 
evils which our soldiers had suffered had 
been disclosed— 


“It is true that ample supplies were sent | 
E PI ‘it a disgrace to lay down his arms, “2 


from this country to the Crimea, but from 
want of arrangements on the spot the troops 
there derived no advantage from them.” 

It is just the same in South Africa. The 
Government have sent ample supplies 


to Cape Town, but from want of arrange- | TU" ice : 
' sation and training of the troops is of the 


ments on the spot the troops derived no 
advantage from them. Of course, 
War Office can send any 


marine to send supplies and the un- 
limited credit of the British Empire. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I rise to a point of 
order. I wish to know whether the 
hon. Member is in order in bringing in 
the question of the whole of the supply 
of the troops in the war upon an Amend- 
ment which applies only to the sur- 
render of certain troops ? 


Mr. LAMBERT: I would remind the 
right hon. Gentleman that I have not 
yet moved my Amendment, but I was 
endeavouring to show that the War 
Office was not, by its previous action, 
entitled to take credit for this or be 
trusted in regard to these matters. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It is quite true that 


the hon. Member is speaking to the main 
Mr. Lambert. 





| have not been led into death-traps ? 


[t is impossible to get men of high intelli- 
gence if recruits have an inkling that 
they may be led into death-traps. [Mini- 
sterial cries of “Oh, oh!”] Will the 
hon. Gentlemen opposite say that they 
In 
former days the British soldier thought 


| British “soldiers to-day do think it is 


the | 


amount. of | : L ‘ sea 
supplies to Cape Town, for it has at its | made upon it for increasing the efficiency 
disposal the whole of the mercantile | ‘ 
| without considerable demur unless they 


disgrace to lay down their arms to Bear 
forces. You will not get the highest 
standard of recruits if you have not the 
fullest assurance that the state of organi- 


highest possible efficiency. The country 
will very cheerfully meet any demands 


of the force, but they will not pay money 


| are perfectly certain that it is going to be 


well spent. 





It is in the hope that this 
Amendment which I now move may 
have some effect in that direction, and 


'that the publication of the explanation 


of these disasters may have some effect 
upon public opinion in the country, and 


‘show that the right hon. Gentleman and 


the War Office are endeavouring to 
remedy these defects, that I move this 
Amendment. 


Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackman- 
nan and Kinross) seconded the Amend- 
ment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“At the end of the Question, to add the 
words, ‘But we humbly suggest to Your 
Majesty that there should be ‘Published as as 
early as practicable the proceedings of full 
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inquiries into the circumstances that have | [ know ee : : 
occasioned the surrender of considerable bodies | t} We te? en has been passed by 
of Your Majesty’s troops in South Africa.’”— | *® ar Office upon that important 
(Mr. Lambert. ) event. It is hardly possible to blame 


| the officers in command upon that 
Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words | occasion, but I think that it is a most 
be added.” extraordinary thing that the general 
who commanded the whole army should 
*Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: [| have allowed this]force to remain so 
think that the House generally will feel long in an exposed and critical position 
that the speech which the hon. Member | without making any attempt to relieve 
made in introducing this motion was it. When I find that some generals 
not one which was animated by have been severely condemned by His 
party feeling, and that he has raised ‘a Majesty’s Government, and some of them 
subject which deserves the deep attention even removed from the Army, | ask 
of the House. I have myself contended again the question which I asked the 
that during the whole course of this war Other day, Whether the same treatment 
one of the most serious questions which would be meted out to most highly 


faces this country, and which deserves placed generals, which is apparently to be 


the close interest of the authorities of meted out to those who have committed 
the Army, has been this question of the | even less faults, but who are not so highly 
surrender of such large bodies of troops placed? The condition of our troops at 
during the war. I do not think it would Nicholson’s Nek was known to the gene- 
be fair to accuse those who take the view Tal in command during the night, and 
that some, at allevents, of these disasters yet that unfortunate force, which had 
might have been avoided by the officers lost its guns and ammunition waggons 
commanding the troops, a imputing in consequence of an accident, was allowed 
want of courage to British troops in the t remain in a most precarious position, 
field. There is ample evidence to show Without any serious attempt being made 
that, wherever our troops have been tO relieve it, until two or three o'clock 
well and intelligently led—and on the next day, when it was forced 
many occasions where they have not to vield. Two of these disasters— 
been intelligently led—they have dis- Sanna’s Post and Reddersburg—had a 
played during this war an unfailing ™ost injurious effect upon the whole 
and remarkable courage. I agree very | Course of the war. I believe that there 
largely with the hon. Gentleman who Was a great chance of the Boers sur- 
moved this motion when he said that it. Tendering after the successful march of 
is not fair to expose troops who have OUT troops to Johannesburg and Pretoria 
shown such splendid courage, as had it not been for those two disasters and 
our troops have shown throughout the others which followed. Those two sur- 
war, to the conditions and the risks to Tenders greatly encouraged the Boer 
which they have been on several occasions Government and President Kruger and 
exposed in regard to these surrenders. | his friends, and we owe a great deal of 
I think it is a fair argument for him to| the continuation of the war to these 
use that such unjust exposure shakes disasters. The defeat at Sanna’s Post 
the confidence of the men. It is| WaS probably one of the most extra- 
most unfortunate that more notice ordinary events which has ever hap- 
of these surrenders was not taken earlier | Pened in the history of warfare. A 
in the war. This want of attention on Considerable force was retreating, with 
the part of the military authorities in | # large convoy in front of it, and there 
regard to these surrenders has tended | Was absolutely no advance guard to the 
to make some of the officers in command | Convey to see that the way was clear. 
on subsequent occasions careless both in| Lhe enemy were actually allowed to 
choosing their positions and in fortify- | conceal themselves in a spruit or donga 
ing them. “ |on the Bloemfontein side, and they were 

Perhaps the most remarkable of all | 1°t discovered by our scouts, because 
these surrenders was the first, which | there were no scouts. When Burnham, 
took place at Nicholson’s Nek. It is a|the famous American scout, was asked 


very extraordinary thing that, so far as | for his explanation he humorously 
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replied that this disaster 
scouting with buck wagons.” The affair 
at Lindley has been referred to very 
often, and it wasa very astonishing case, 
for which a general has been brought 
home. So far as one can judge, the 
means of defence of this force were not 
completely exhausted by the officer in 
actual command before surrendering. 

I pass over Dewetsdorp and Rhenoster 
River, though at the latter place the 
Derbyshire Militia were compelled to 
surrender, because their camp was placed 
close under a commanding kopje on 
which no guard was placed, and also one 
or two other events which have been 
referred to. I come to our last heavy 
loss, which occurred at a place called 
Nooitgedacht, some twenty-five miles 
north-west of Pretoria. Here is an extra- 
ordinary case, in which a force, under the 
command of a general officer who has 
had a brilliant career, was left for five 
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“came of | for these very severe blows to the strength 


of the Army, and on the other hand to 
fairly reward those who have done well. 

I believe that this war will lead not 
only to a great reform in the Army, 
but also to a reform of the instruction 
given to our officers and men, as well as 
to the drastic reorganisation of the 
Army. I believe that this war has 
proved before the world the courage 
and the endurance of our troops, 
the resolution of our generals, and, 
| hope, the tenacity and determination 
of the Government ; but there are great 
lessons to be learned from this war 
which this country must learn, if it 
is not to meet a series of catastro- 
phes, in the event of our ever being 
engaged in a great war with a Con- 
tinental Power. Happily for us we 
have received our lessons where we are 
able to deal with our difficulties and over- 
come them; and I believe it is almost 


days without any entrenchments being by the direct blessing of Providence that 


thrown up, or without any efforts to 
fortify a circular hill which commanded 
the camp, and without any attempt 
being made even to construct sangars, 
although it was known that the enemy 
were in the neighbourhood in force. We 
have not had any official reports of this 
disaster, and all we know is what we have 
been able to gather from the accounts 
given by officers and men and by the 
newspaper reports. If it be true that 
that position was occupied for five days 
without any attempt being made to 
entrench it or to erect sangars, I say 
that it is a discreditable case, which 
calls for the closest investigation on the 
part of the War Office. When we think 
of the loss and the suffering which 
have been caused by this want of prepara- 
tion and want of military knowledge on 
the part of our generals ; when we con- 
sider the long list of killed and wounded 
which has accompanied these surrenders, 
we are fully justified in asking the War 
Office for a complete inquiry, and for a 
very full report upon these disasters. I 
do not propose to trouble the House 
further on this question. It is a ques- 
tion which demands the fullest investi- 
gation in the interests of the Army itself, 
and I sincerely hope that this investiga- 
tion will be specially made, and that some 
steps will be taken on the one hand to mete 


these tremendous lessons have been 
taught our country when our Army 
and people were not in the presence, as 
they might have been, of force majeure. 
I sincerely hope that these disasters will 
result in the great improvement of the 
instruction of our officers and men. | 
am confident that there are no troops in 
the world who will fight so well as our 
troops, and that there are no officers 
that are more capable of leading their 
men with skill and courage than British 
officers, when properly trained and pro- 
perly experienced. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield): I do not wish to 
detain the House or to prolong the debate. 
Indeed, I look upon it as about the most 
hopeless debate which the House could 
enter into—where civilians, as most of 
of us are, venture to discuss the points 
where our generals have failed in the 
field. I hope we shall not be treated 
to a repetition of the series of disasters 
of which we have had a long list—many 
more, indeed, than | at first thought. 

There is one remark that civilians as 

well as soldiers would like to make to 
|the War Office, and that is that the 
result of the proceedings of courts of 
inquiry should be published, and when- 
ever an officer leads his troops into dis- 


out justice to those who are responsible | aster there should be a public inquiry, 
Sir Ashmead-Bartlett. 


| 
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just as when a captain loses his ship. 


{25 FEBRUARY 1901} 
If | done. 


a court of inquiry sits on an army officer | 


the public do not know whether he has 
been acquitted or not ; and in the interest 
both of officers themselves and the Army, 
there should be a public inquiry, so that 
no blame should attach to the innocent. 


CotoneL LOCKWOOD (Essex, 
ping): It is always difficult to discuss 


Ep- | 


in this House, while we have been re- | 


maining comfortably at home and not 
fully aware of all the circumstances 
of the case, the question of the be- 
haviour of our troops in the field. | 
confess when the hon. Member for 
South Molton first opened his remarks 


I was in considerable sympathy with | 


him; but when he proceeded with his 
comments as to the conduct of the War 
Office, and the re-organisation of the War 
Office, I felt it impossible for me to go 
with him if he went toa division. There 
is no doubt that the surrender of large 
bodies of troops in South Africa has 
left an extraordinarily painful impression, 
not only on our soldiers and_ sailors, 
but on the public generally. The in- 
convenience of discussing the question 
in this way was shown when the hon. 
Member for South Molton went on to 
discuss matters of strategy. 


Mr. LAMBERT: | beg pardon: I 
did not discuss strategy at all. All that 
I asked for was that information should 
be given to the House in regard to 
these surrenders. 


CoLoNEL LOCKWOOD: There I am 
with the hon. Member; but when he 
goes on to say “Why was not this or 
that done?’ when he acknowledges that 
he is not in possession of information, 


and yet lays down what ought to have | 


been done, or rather inquires why so 
and so was not done—then I say he is 
not capable of discussing questions of 
military tactics or strategy. I agree 
that in all cases of surrender of troops, 
as in all cases in which ships are lost, 
the officers ought to stand a court of 
inquiry. I noticed in the remarks of 
both the hon. Member for South Molton 
and the hon. Member for Ecclesall that 
each of them seemed to drift away from 
the terms of the motion to discuss why | 
such and such things were or were not 
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We cannot possibly discuss why 
such surrenders took place until we 
have got full information from the 
War Office, and therefore I hope the 
right hon. the Secretary for War when 
he comes to make his statement will 
give us more information than we have at 
present in regard to all these surrenders, 
but especially the most painful of all, 
that at Nicholson’s Nek. I would say, 
possibly many of these surrenders are 
due to the want of education, not only 
on military matters, but on other 
matters as well, amongst both officers 
and soldiers. When a man is in a 
difficult place, if he is thoroughly edu- 
cated, he will be able to act on his own 
initiative. Hon. Members may say that 
we shall have to wait until the country 
is thoroughly well educated until we 
can recruit men from the higher educated 
classes rather than from the class of 
men we have to look to at the present 
time. 

The hon. Member for South Molton 
and the hon. Member for Ecclesall alluded 
several times to what might have taken 
place if we had been at war with a 
first-class Power; but it would have 
been much easier to have taken the 
field against such a Power than against 
the nation whom we are fighting in 
South Africa, because of the enormous 
extent of country in which the opera- 
tions are being conducted, and because 
our enemies there are masters of a 
knowledge of every pass in the moun- 
tains and of the whole topography of 
the country. On the other hand, if 
we were engaged fighting against a first- 
class foreign Power it would never be 
our lot to invade their country, but we 
should be able to make a choice of the 
ground on which the encounter was to 
take place. Ihave no doubt that the Sec- 
retary for War will see that the demand 
from both sides of the House for inquiry 
is reasonable, and that it is absolutely 
necessary that the House and the nation 
should be informed of his opinion on 
a subject upon which the Government 
has been pledged for a long time. 


*Sir_ WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): This is a question 
in which I quite agree with my hon. and 
gallant friend opposite who has just 
spoken, that the country is deeply 

Eighth Day. 
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interested. We all know that for twelve 
months past, when there has been ex- 
treme anxiety throughout the country 
with reference to our military position 
in South Africa, the Government  pro- 
mised and vowed to the country that 
there should be a full inquiry into 
all that had taken place in the war. 


They said so in the House of Commons; | 


they said so in the country; and by 
giving those pledges they diverted for the 
time an inquiry that might be con- 
sidered inconvenient. I therefore am 
not speaking merely on the question 


of surrender, because that is only a part | 
of the whole, but I think we are entitled | 


to-night to have from the Government 
a categorical statement of what they 
intend to do with reference to inquiries 
as to what has occurred in the war. 
We have only had a vague statement 
on that subject, and | know that the im- 
pression has gone forth that, now that the 
difficulties have been surmounted, the 
inquiry is not to be granted, or, at all 
events, is to be granted in a very limited 
manner. [ am happy to hear from the 
Leader of the House that that view 
is unfounded; but | hope that through 
the mouth of the Government to-night 


we shall have a distinct statement of ! 


the inquiry that is intended to be made, 
when it is to be made, and in what form 
it is to be made. They have had quite 
time enough to consider that, and I 
hope we will have a statement on the 
subject. 

With reference to the particular matter 
that the hon. Member for South Molton 
has raised, no doubt it is one of the most 
painful incidents in the whole of this 
war. I do not suppose that in any 
war—I do not speak of wars where 
British forces were opposed by enemies 
five or six times their numbers—such 
a series of continuous surrenders has 
ever been recorded. In all foreign 
armies, so far as I know, such inquiries 
are made as a matter of course. I re- 
member perfectly well when the great 
court-martial upon Marshal 


fundamental principle of the discipline 


of the French army that a surrender | 
of troops in open campaign is necessarily | 


a subject of court-martial or other form 
of inquiry. As my hon. and gallant 


friend opposite has said, we know no- 


Sir William Harcourt. 


{COMMONS} 


Bazaine | 
took place it was founded upon the. 
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| thing officially about the circumstances, 
| | cannot say I know nothing at all about 
ithe circumstances. We know from the 
| public press and newspaper correspon- 
dents, as far asthe censor permitted, that 
{circumstances occurred which led to 
surrender. They may or they may not 
_be accurate, but the circumstances 
which have been made public are such as 
appear to be utterly insufficient to justify 
the surrenders. Therefore, when it is 
said that we ought not to allude to 
them, I say we must allude to them 
because the public both in this country 
and abroad have been supplied with 
information as to the circumstances 
which led to these surrenders, and | 
do not think | am wrong in saying that, 
at all events to an unprofessional opinion, 
those circumstances have seemed in many 
cases not to justify those surrenders. 
That is a state of things which makes 
it absolutely necessary that we should 
have an official and public inquiry into a 
thing which, I venture tosay, has not 
been to the credit of the military reputa- 
tion of this country. That being so, 
without professing to examine particular 
cases, which | feel totally incompetent to 
do, | share the opinion which I believe 
is generally spread throughout the 
country, that surrenders of this character 
ought not to have taken place, that there 
must have been miscarriage somewhere, 
and that we ought to know where that 
miscarriage has been. I hope and be- 
lieve that we shall have an assurance 
that there shall be such an inquiry 
instituted as shall repair the mischief 
that has been done to the credit of British 
arms by surrenders the circumstances ot 
‘which have never been explained, and 
which, as far as we know them, require 
a very clear and satisfactory explanation. 


Mr. BRODRICK : Nobody will com- 
plain of the tone taken by the right hon. 
Gentleman who has just spoken in deal- 
ing with what is, after all, a very impor- 
tant subject, and one on which the 
Government recognise no division be- 
tween themselves and the vast majority 
| of the Members of this House. 

The hon. Member who introduced the 
motion was, I think, if I may say 80, 
very ill-advised in mixing up subjects 
'of general attack with a matter of this 
| kind. While, in one way, every Member 
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of the House will desire to arrive at a House, in December last in reply to an 


right conclusion as regards the sur- 


render of these large bodies of troops at | 


different times, there must, obviously, 
be a difference of opinion on some of the 


topics which he introduced ; and | think | 


it is not only unusual under the orders of 
the House, but, at the same time, ex- 
tremely undesirable, to accompany these 
questions of mistakes made by officers 
in the field with sneers at the War Office, 
which could not by any possibility 
have interfered, and would not have the 
right to interfere, in regard tothe action 
of officers in the field. The hon. Member 
went further than that, and indulged in 
what I thought was a most ungenerous 
suggestion with regard to the surrender 
of the Yeomanry under Colonel Spragge. 
They were not too willing to pay taxes, 
but, he said, with an irony which was 
unmistakable, probably they were 
willing to give their lives. 

Mr. LAMBERT dissented, 

Mr. BRODRICK: I beg pardon. I 
um in the recollection of the House. I 
am not going to allow the hon. Member, 
without protest, to make these observa- 
tions about a body of men who fought 
admirably, with a very insufficient allow- 
ance of food—they were almost starving 
—for several days, until they had sus- 
tained heavy losses, until all their doctors 
were either killed or wounded, so that 
their own wounded could not be attended 
to, and who, finally, only gave way when, 
in the opinion of the Court of Inquiry, 
to which I referred in this House in 
December, and which the hon. Member 
wight have read if he had taken the 
trouble to look up Hansard, they could 
not resist anyfurther. The Court of In- 
quiry accordingly exonerated Colonel 
Spragge and his officers altogether from 
blame. 


Mr. LAMBERT: May I ask what the 
right hon. Gentleman is quoting from ? 
Have the proceedings of this Court of 
Inquiry been laid on the Table of the 
House? If not, why does he quote them 
in the House ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : The hon. Member's 
repartee is no excuse for making insinua- 
tions which, as I have already told the 





interrogation from the Irish benches, 
on the authority of the Government. 
were not upheld by the Court of Inquiry. * 
If the hon. Gentleman, who seems to be 
very fond of drawing a bow at a venture 
and is not very particular whom he 
attacks provided he can, in some way, 
connect it with the Government, is going 
to take that line, I think we shall have 
to revise the arrangements of the usual 
forms of criticism which we have 
hitherto employed in regard to the 


Army. I would much rather enter on 
the subject in the spirit which has 
animated the other speakers in the 
debate. 


There is no question whatever that 
the country has seen with great regret the 
continual surrender of considerable bodies 
of men. The reasons | might go into at 
some length, but I may say that there is 
no doubt that this war has been a very 
unusual one. The enormous range of 
country, and especially the topographical 
character of it, has rendered the isolation 
of bodies of men perhaps more frequent 
than in any other war in which this 
country has been engaged for a great 
number of years. The rapidity of firing 
of modern ammunition, too, lends itself 
to the exhaustion of the weaker party. 
But the whole question is whether or 
not the system of military law which 
we have at this moment for dealing with 
these charges is adequate to enable those 
who are responsible to judge whether 
the officers immediately in command 
are to blame, or whether the superior 
officer who placed them in that position 
should be made responsible. My hon. 
friend the Member for Ecclesall made a 
suggestion as regards Nicholson’s Nek. 
Undoubtedly that disaster sent a thrill 
throughout the country, but there has 
been no disaster about which it has been 
so difficult to arrive at a conclusion. In 
order that the House may realise what 
the difficulties are, 1 would just remind 
the House of the fact that the men at 
Nicholson's Nek were taken prisoners 
at the beginning of November, and were 
not released for many months after- 
wards. When they were released, the 
officers who had been responsible, both 
in the actual engagement and also in 

* Refer to The Parliamentary Debates 
{Fourth Series], Vol. Ixxxviii., p. 795. 
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<ommand, were scattered all over South 
Africa. The attempt, therefore, to arrive 
at a complete decision by Lord Roberts 
as to the responsibility in the case was an 
extremely difficult one. I should like 
to say, as Sir George White’s name has 
been mentioned, that I think we ought 
to be careful of carrying too far the 
responsibility which has been assigned 
to that officer in this business. 
the last man to put responsibility on the 
shoulders of anyone else. He did, as a 
matter of fact, take upon himself the 
responsibility for the whole, and if any 
man could redeem a mistake, I think not 
only the admirable defence which he after- 
wards made, but the cheerful spirit in 
which during many months he upheld 
his own troops and prompted those who 
were coming to the rescue was, in itself, 
as great an atonement as any man could 
make. But, again, we have to decide 
in a ease like that what was the degree 
of blame attached not only to Sir George 
White, but also to the officers in imme- 
dliate command, who, having got into 
this difficult position and having lost their 
mules and ammunition, made up their 
minds to advance rather than retire. As 
a matter of fact, there have been courts 
of inquiry held in all these cases where it 
was possible to hold them. There have 
been ninety-nine courts of inquiry in 
regard to about twenty different opera- 
tions, and in a large number of these 
cases officers have been made responsible. 
Ten officers, I think, have been dis- 
missed from the Army or have been put 
on half-pay, and penalties have been 
imposed on other officers, and in those 
cases where a penalty has not actually 
been imposed, from the military point of 
view, the result has been to impair the 
probability of promotion of the officers 
concerned. 

The hon. Member asks that the find- 
ings of these courts of inquiry should be 
laid on the Table of the House. I must 
say at once that I think the House is as 
much interested as the Government in 
considering whether that course would 
be conducive to military advantage. A 
court-martial may be fatal to an officer. 
The finding of a court of inquiry is only 
a suggestion to the Commander-in-Chief, 
it is not a sentence. 


court-martial is followed by a sentence. 
I most honestly agree with what has | 


Mr. Brodrick: 


{COMMONS} 


He is, 
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fallen from various Members on this sub- 
ject, and desire to say that, as far as I am 
concerned, wherever the result of a 
court of inquiry establishes a prima facie 
ease, I shall insist that the officer be 
brought to a court-martial. I know that 
that is the opinion of Lord Kitchener, 
and I know that the Commander-in- 
Chief is prepared to recommend it. |] 
think that, in cases which are sufficiently 
bad to cause an officer to be put on 
his trial by court-martial, we must not 
be afraid of publicity. But when you 
come to the delicate questions that arise 
under courts of inquiry, where officers 
are brought under the review of the 
Court but against whom no charge may 
be sustained, I am not sure that it would 
be wise to subject all those cases—it would 
give infinite pain to those connected 
with the officers in cases where the 
decision happens to be unfavourable, 
or where the Commander-in-Chief 
notices one and not another—to a re- 
trial at the bar of public opinion. 

Before quoting the opinion of the 
Commander-in-Chief, perhaps I may be 
allowed to cite that held by the Duke of 
Wellington with regard to such cases— 
an opinion which, I think, is not worn out 
by the length of time which has elapsed 
since it was given. The question of 
bravery or skill in the field in difficult 
circumstances is exactly the same now 
as it was in the time of the Duke of 
Wellington. Our national character, I 
hope, is the same also, and the opinion of 
the Duke of Wellington was that the 
less cases of misconduct in the field were 
brought before the public the better for 
the Army. I find in the despatch of 
29th August, 1811, the Duke of Welling- 
ton said— 

“My reason for entertaining this opinion 
is that the instances of waat of spirit a 
the officers of our Army are very rare, an 
the example of punishment of crime is not 
required. This being the case, I should 
wish to avoid giving soldiers and the world 
information of an officer, particularly if he 
belonged toa foreign nation, behaving other- 
wise than well in the presence of the enemy. 


If there should be an unfortunate person who 
fails in that respect I would prefer to allow 
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| him to retire to a private station rather than 


The finding of a. 


expose his weakness.” 

That is a very strong opinion, and with- 
out having seen this despatch, to which 
I called his attention this morning, 
Lord Roberts holds identically the same 
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view. 


in the field of recommending action 
with regard to any officer who has failed 
in his duty. 


make a large number of such recom- 
mendations. I know it to my cost. I 
have only been in office three months 
and a half, but not one week has elapsed 


during which I have not had the duty, | 


on the recommendation of the Com- 
mander-in-Chief, either of removing from 
the Army or of enforcing the resignation 
of some officer who has failed in South 
Africa. 

I think the House, in asking for the 
proceedings of these courts of inquiry 
to be published, should be to some extent 
awayed by their confidence in Lord 
Roberts’s determination to take action 
wherever such action is necessary. I 
do not for a moment ignore the im- 
portance of what has fallen from the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite with 
regard to a general inquiry into the 
War Office. The right hon. Gentleman 
has asked whether the Government will 
reiterate the pledge that was given with 
regard to an inquiry. He said that the 
promise of the First Lord of the Treasury 
should be made more precisely. I 
should have said, on the contrary, that 
the promise which my right hon. friend 
made in February of last year has been 
most definitely renewed whenever the 
occasion seemed to warrant it. We 
have recognised our obligation, if asked 
for. to have a full inquiry into the War. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT : If asked 


for by whom ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: If asked for by 
the House. It the House feels it desirable 
to have a full inquiry into the war, a 
full inquiry there will be. But it will 
not be an inquiry limited merely to the 
conduct of the War Office; it must 
be an inquiry also into the conduct of 
operations in the field. I say this on my 
own behalf as Secretary of State, though 
| cannot help hoping that such inquiry, 
if made, will have some regard to the 
desirability of making public all such 
questions as those on which we are 
engaged. No doubt those who will 
conduct the inquiry will have as 


strong and patriotic feelings in these 


{25 Fepruary 1901} 


His view is that the Commander- | 
in-Chief must take the responsibility 


He has, in the course of | 
the last few months, found it his duty to | 
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matters as anybody in this House. That 
is not a question as between the Govern- 
ment and the House. I may say that 
with regard to the date of this inquiry 
we have not in the slightest degree 
diverged from what my right hon, 


friend stated in the first instance 
—namely, that it must take place 


when the war has substantially reached 
its conclusion. Nobody can say at this 
moment that the war, in which over 
200,000 troops are engaged, has sub- 
stantially reached its conclusion. And 
I would add to that that any inquiry 
which was held in those circumstances 
would, in some respects, fail of its object, 
because, obviously, many witnesses must 
be required who are still in South Africa, 
and it would be impossible for the inquiry 
not to come to a standstill. 


Our position, then, with regard to 
these courts of inquiry is this. In the 
first place, if there is an inquiry into the 
war, then most certainly all these matters 
and all these Papers will come before 
the Committee or Commission, if they 
desire to inquire into them. The second 
point is, that in cases which are brought 
before the House on which some special 
public interest induces either this House 
or the House of Lords to demand a 
special explanation, it is always possible 
for us to produce such Papers as are 
necessary to give the proper enlighten- 
ment. But our general feeling is that 
it is not desirable, without reference to 
particular cases but in every case in 
which there has been a surrender, to 
put, not before this House merely, but 
before the country and the world, all 
the circumstances which are brought to 
light in these courts of inquiry. That 
is a point upon which I would ask the 
House to have some confidence in Lord 
Roberts, and also to remember that the 
Government have nothing whatever to 
gain by acting too lightly with regard 
to those who have made mistakes. I 
can only say this for myself. I alluded 
just now to the number of cases of, 
usually, junior officers who have failed 
in some duty and on whom military 
discipline has had to be exercised. I 
laid it down within a fortnight of the 
time when I took office, that no officer, 
whatever his rank or whatever his pre- 
vious record, would be allowed to be re- 
employed in Great Britain or in any 
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Home command on his return from urge us to allow a public discussion in 
South Africa, whether he had held it | each case. I am not sure, from what I 
before or not, unless under the direct | have heard of the speeches to-night, 
recommendation of Lord Roberts, or | whether that would have the effect de- 
Lord Kitchener, if now serving under | sired. There must be some feeling ex- 
Lord Kitchener. That decision, which | cited, some partiality shown, which 
must, of course, hit some officers very | would not aid in the elucidation of the 
hard, but will only hit those who have | facts. The one and only consideration 
deserved to be suspended from further | which we have before us is how the dis- 
employment, will be some guarantee to cipline of the Army can best be main- 
the House that officers who have failed | tained, and how we can most satisfac- 
will not be allowed to come home without | torily prevent the recurrence of these 
being actually removed from the Army. | evils. Upon these points we are at one 
We are determined to deal severely with with the military authorities. We desire 
these cases. But I attach the greatest | to see prompt dealing with all these epi- 
importance, in reference to these opera- | sodes ; we are determined that the officers 
tions in the field, not merely to prompt | responsible for them, whatever their 
punishment, but also to prompt reward. | station, shall not escape. And in asking 
Cases have occurred in which one man | the House to have confidence in us in 
has failed to maintain his post, and a man this respect, I ask them always to recol- 
«lose by, in perhaps almost as difficult | lect that, should we fail in that duty, at 
conditions, has maintained himself and | the inquiry which my right hon. friend 
driven off a body of the enemy. It is | proposed, there will be ample opportunity 
the opinion of Lord Kitchener that |for the House of Commons and the 
prompt reward should be given in such | country to judge of our performance of 
cases, and that encouragement should be | the trust committed to us. 

given toa man who, having gone through Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
many months of most arduous labours, | (Stirling Burghs): There are many 
certainly deserves any recognition that | things that the right hon. Gentleman 
we can give him on such an occasion. | has said which will be very agreeable to 
I wrote to Lord Kitchener some time the House and the country, and there 
ago, and telegraphed to him a few days | are others, I am afraid, which will not 
ago, asking him to put forward at once | he so satisfactory. All that the right hon, 
such names, and assured him that the Gentleman said as to the expediency and 
most prompt reply that was possible | policy of promptness, both in dealing 
would be given. with necessary severity with cases in 
which severity is required, and also in 
| giving rewards where rewards have been 
notoriously and obviously earned—all 
_that he said on that subject will be en- 
the organisation of the Army, but also | tirely approved. But I was greatly 
in the training of the Army. I can only | astonished and disappointed at the atti- 
say that not one of these episodes will be | tude which the right hon. Gentleman 
allowed to pass by without giving us | assumed towards the inquiry which has 
some instruction in that respect .Whether | been promised. To begin with, we will 
the officer is immediately to blame or not, | put aside the question of the end of the 
not merely the officer but the regiment | W#?; which the right hon. Gentleman 
is brought in review by an episode of | raised, because, really, his argument is 
this character ; and I think the House | S0mewhat strange. He says the war 
will believe that Lord Roberts, whose | C@nnot be said to be ended now because 
whole life and career have been devoted | there are 200,000 men in South Africa. 
to the practice of his profession, and who | There were 200,000 men in South Africa 
has obtained the confidence of those who | 12 October last, when the right hon, 
have served under him by his intimate | *emtleman and his friends were telling us 
knowledge of the Army, is the best man | that the war was at an end. 
that can possibly deal with it. We ask| Mr. BRODRICK: I never said the 
the House to rest satisfied with this decla- | war was ended. It was the right hon. 


| 

It is recognised by my hon. friend 
below the gangway that this war and 
the experience of it must lead to great 
reforms in the Army, and not merely in 








ration. It is, of course, possible to | Gentleman who said so in his address. 


Mr. Brodrick 
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Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Thatis a quibble. As that has been 
raised, let me make this explanation. I 
am supposed to have been a partner in 
the guilt of the Government because, 
hearing them talk of nothing else, I 
thought they had high authority for it, 
and I had none. And then I was at- 
tacked by the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury, who said that he learned the infor- 
mation from me. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I never said 


so. 


Srrk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Oh, yes. And afterwards it turned out 
that, as a matter of fact, he had the 
advantage of me by about twenty-four 
hours. But that is by the way. The 
right hon. Gentleman postpones this 
inquiry until the mysterious time when 
the war will be at an end. The right 
hon. Gentleman now says that the 
Government were prepared to redeem 
their promise if such an inquiry was 
asked for; but that was never the footing 
upon which it was put. There was no 
question as to the inquiry being asked for 
a year ago; it was, on the contrary, 
explicitly and categorically promised, 
and, what is more, it was used as the 
means of stopping inquiry. Questions 
would have been asked either in debate 


but we were told that all this would come 
out at the inquiry to be held at the end 


of the war. 


tude. 
let him give some reason for it, and we 
will judge ; but certainly it does not rest 
with anybody in this House or out of it to 
ask for such an inquiry, because it is the | 
Government who have promised with- 
out qualification that such an inquiry | 
should take place. 

Well, Sir, as to the matter before us, 
as to the publication of the inquiries 
into these disasters, the right hon. Gentle- 
man quoted the opinion of the Duke of 
Wellington. The opinion of the Duke 


of Wellington was practically to the effect | 
that many people’s feelings might be 
hurt and much harm might be done, 
not only to the individuals but to the 
reputation of our countrymen as a whole, | 
if publicity was given to questions of | 
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|this kind. That was in a different state 
| of circumstances, when the public heard 
‘little or nothing of disasters that occurred. 
‘That was before the days of newspaper 
correspondents and an active press. 
We know now, unfortunately, all 
about these disasters. But we may 
possibly have a wrong impression of the 
tacts, and this is another reason why 
they should be perfectly investigated. 
There is another view. While you are 
saving the reputation of some men you 
may be allowing the reputation of others 
to be injured or ruined—men who did 
not deserve it. As a matter of common 
justice as well as the right of the House 
of Commons for full information, I think 
my hon. friend and those who support 
him are justified in pressing for this 
inquiry. I am well aware that there are 
many cases where mischief might be 
done by a full statement of all the facts 
being published, but we must take the 
bad with the good in these matters. 
Undoubtedly the country will not be 
satisfied if we have not all the information 
given to us as to this series of disasters, 
commencing on the first or second day 
of the campaign, when the greater part 
of a regiment of cavalry rode off into 
captivity, and coming down through all 
I think we are 
entitled to know how far the stories we 
Let us have the 
most complete inquiry we can, accom- 
plished in the most pleasant manner 


the King’s Speech. 


a nee acealeond possible ; but whether it is by Depart- 
ut it will not do for the | 


right hon. Gentleman to adopt this atti- | 


ah naligeccuneeiniig- Song nr ION 'we are entitled to go to the bottom of 


mental Committee at the end of the war 
or whatever means are employed, surely 


I will not say 
more upon this matter than to repeat 
my surprise at the attitude that the 
Government have taken up with regard 
to this inquiry, and all I can say is I think 
they will greatly mislead Parliament and 


'the people, involuntarily no doubt, if 


they fail to carry out the undertaking 
which they gave, unless there is some 
very good and adequate reason for not 
completely carrying out their promise. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not mean 
to speak at any length; but I think, 
from one or two observations which 
have fallen from the right hon. Gentle- 
man, he would like me, I will not say to 
answer, but to touch upon the one or 


Lighth Day. 
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two points to which he referred and 
clear up any doubts there may be. 
opinion is that courts-martial have not 
been much used in the past in regard to 
surrenders in the field, and he desires to 
approximate the War Office practice to 
the Naval practice of dealing by courts- 
martial with disasters of that character. 
But in the nature of the case every 
court-martial will be 
the desire of the hon. Member will be 
met ; but there may be cases of inquiries 
which are not courts-martial, and all 
that my right hon. friend has laid down 
is this—that he does not think it desir- 
able to make it an invariable practice or 
even the ordinary practice to make public 
the results of the military inquiries. 
Those military inquiries may not have 
to do with cases of surrender, but these 
in the main are to be handed over to 
courts-martial. My right hon. triend 
and the Government, who agree with 
him, do not hold that we ought for a 
moment to lay down the proposition 
that inquiries are in the nature of the 
case to be brought before this House 
and the country. Sometimes they may 
be and sometimes they may not be. It 
depends on the circumstances of the case, 
and whether it is desirable in the public 
interest. I hope that that is a clear 
statement of the matter. 


Str WILLIAM HARCOURT: But 
inquiries into all cases of surrender will 
be made public ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I[ do not think 
that the view of the War Office is that 
they should voluntarily, apart from the 
general inquiry which is promised, make 
all those inquiries public. 


@Str CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): But they were 
promised. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: When? 


In Febru- 


Sirk CHARLES DILKE: 
ary of last year. 


Mr. BRODRICK: No. 


pardon ; I did not say so. 


Sir CHARLES DILKE: No: the 
present Chief Secretary for Ireland last 
year said so. I understood it to be a pro- 


[ beg your 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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I asked the question whether they 
would be made public, and he said, “ Of 
course they will.” I took that to be a 
promise. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Of course that 
was not within myknowledge, or my right 
right hon. friend’s knowledge. But any 
statement publicly made shall be carried 
out. Putting that on one side, the Com- 
mander-in-Chief was of opinion that with 
regard to these preliminary inquiries 
and not on oath no absolute general rule 
could be laid down in the matter. 


Sir JAMES JOICEY (Durhan, 
Chester-le-Street) : In the course of his 
speech the right hon. Gentleman said, as 
I understand, that in these preliminary 
inquiries wherever there was a prima 
facie case there would be a court-martial 
in the future, although there might not 
necessarily be publicity in the prelimi- 
nary inquiry. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT : Let us 
have no misunderstanding. It has been 
laid down that in cases of surrender in 
the future there would always be a court- 
martial. Then what I want to know is, 
how far in cases of surrender in the time 
of war—there can hardly be surrenders 
in time of peace—in the past there will be 
a court-martial? There should be no 
distinction between the two cases. We 
are not seeking for anything to take 
place with regard to the future and not 
with regard to the past. What we want 
is an inquiry into the surrenders in the 
time of the war. All inquiries, to be of 
any value, will be inquiries into the past. 
What | desire to know from the right hon. 
Gentleman is, when the witnesses are 
available, and when the courts-martial 
are held, whether the inquiries will be 
with regard to the surrenders of the past. 
These are the only inquiries which can be 
of any value to the discipline of the Army 
in the future. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Just so. | 
understand. My right hon. friend in- 
forms me that he has already ordered 
some courts-martial into past cases, and 
that he is now engaged in seeing how far 
that system should be extended. A 
retrospective system has a somewhat 
different aspect to the prospective system. 
I do not think we should be pressed too 
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far to lay down a general rule. Then 
the only other point with which I have 
to deal referred to by the right hon. 
Gentleman is as to the general inquiry. 
which, he truly said, had been on more 
than one occasion promised. He seemed 
to think that my right hon. friend had 
introduced a new principle when he said, 
“Tf asked for.” Now, if a promise is 
given to a person who does not ask for 
its fulfilment, | do not see why it need 
be fulfilled. 


sin WILLIAM 


le Offietis. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : Of course he 
could not hold you toa promise if he had 
absolved you. I have no doubt that my 
right hon. friend had in his mind when 
he used these words this fact : that if the 
Commander-in-Chief considered that. it 
was expedient that these inquiries 
should be made public, they should be 
made public. But, after all, it is not 
u matter for the Commander-in-Chief to 
decide. It is outside his province. 
However that may be, | can only say 
that the pledges which have been given 
will be adhered to unconditionally. 

Then comes the question of the date 
of the inquiry. It had better begin as 
svon as the war, to use the phrase of my 
right hon. friend, is substantially over, 
and as soon as the necessary witnesses 
are obtainable. I hope that statement 
is sufficiently extensive and explicit. 
There is only to add that the Committee 
of Inquiry will have the power of bringing 
before it all witnesses, all documents, 
and everything material. It is quite 
clear that these surrenders, in common 
with everything else connected with the 
war in South Africa, will come within the 
purview of the Committee, and no attempt 
at concealment will be possible in any 
matter in which, in the interest of the 
public, that Committee is of opinion that 
inquiry is desirable. In conclusion, J 
will say that, in the first place, no con- 
cealment is desired, and, in the second 
place, no concealment is possible. Having 
given that pledge in those broad 
and clear terms, | trust the House will 


HARCOURT : 


Cicero 


allow this debate to come to a conclusion. | 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: In regard to 
these promises of inquiry there have 
heen overlapping promises. Since Lord 
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Palmerston made his famous declaration, 
contrary to the opinion of theologians, 
that all children are born good, I do not 
think any public man has shocked the 
House of Commons more than the right 
hon. Gentleman opposite has by his 
doctrine of promises. Let me remind him 
that the promise of general inquiry was a 
volunteered promise by himself. It was 
not asked for. 


*Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : What difference 
does that make if the person to whom you 
made the promise does not want you to 
to keep it ? 


*Sirk CHARLES DILKE: Why, per- 
sonally, | attach some importance to the 
point is this: [have never had much belief 
inanentirely general inquiry. The right 
hon. Gentleman volunteered a general 
inquiry in his Manchester speeches and 
afterwards repeated his statements in the 
House. There were also specific statements 
made by the Government with regard to 
enquiries on specific points, and I ven- 
tured just now to remind the House of the 
promises made, as [I understood, by the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland. We debated 
the matter of these surrenders here on 
two former occasions, in February and 
July of last vear, and I distinetly under- 
stood, and | believe all present under- 
stood, that the result of the inquiries, in 
so far as it could safely be done, would be 
given to the House. It was because 
that was generally understood that 
specific cases were not pressed on the 
House, and that several Members who 
showed a disposition to press specific 
cases were put off by all of us. 

The only other thing I wish to sav is 
that all through the debate to-night this 
has been treated entirely as if it were a 
question affecting the officers only ; but 
there is a much larger question involved, 
and that is the discipline and training of 
the Army, for which the War Office is 
responsible. So far as | am concerned 
I feel deeply the responsibility that must 
attach to anyone on such an inquiry. 
My fear is that in a general inquiry the 
essential points may be lost in the enor 
mous mass of detail. We all desire to get 
at the exact points which really affect the 
discipline and training of the Army in 
future, but in the course of doing this 
there is a danger that we may rcam over 


2U Eighth Day. 
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a larger field, and that the essential! had in several cases himself supplied 


points on which we ought to learn will be 
lost. It is perhaps unfortunate that 
the only defence against specific attack 
made here to-night concerns the conduct 
of the Yeomanry. The only specific 
defence was made with regard to Lindley. 
It is impossible to consider such a case as 
Lindley without considering the light it 
sheds on the question of employing in the 
field under similar conditions regular 
troops along with irregular troops which 
have not had the same amountof training. 
I understand that the Secretary of State 
for War contends that the War Office has 
nothing to do with this. I hold that the 
way in which the War Office has sent out 
untrained men is very largely responsible 
for a great many of these surrenders. 
Even now waiters from clubs, men who 
have never seen a horse before they en- 
listed, are being sent out at a high rate of 
pay. What can you expect in such 
cases ? I shall not dwell on this matter, 
but [am most anxious that it should not 
be treated as one that concerns only the 
conduct of officers in the field. The 
whole House believes that British ofticers 


have maintained their past traditions. | 


The question must be treated as one that 


concerns also the training of the Army | 


and the organisation of the War Office. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
ham) earnestly hoped that the First Lord 


of the Treasury would find some means | 


af escaping from the promise to grant 
the general inquiry which he had ae- 
knowledged he had given. He entirely 
agreed with the right hon. Baronet the 
Member for Forest of Dean that a general 
inquiry would be most unsatisfactory. 
It would be too vague, it would be im- 
mense in its scope, and it would be many 


months before any conclusion could 
he reached, and in the course of the 
inquiry every kind of incident would 


be dragged up and discussed at in- 
ordinate length, and the public would 
cease to take any interest even in ques- 
tions that might be of the greatest 
importance. They did not want that. 
He entirely associated himself with 
the mover of the Amendment in_ his 
desire that a full and clear account 


should be given of the many extra- 
ordinary incidents that had happened 
in the war. 
reports from press correspondents. 


Sir Charles Dille, 


There of course had been 


He 


the only report given to the country 
on some of these important matters, 
He felt keenly the responsibility which 
had thus been placed on him, and he 
thought it was time for the Govern- 


/ment and the War Office to relieve him 


of some of it. He quite agreed that it 
would be utterly impossible for the 
House of Commons to embark on the dis- 
cussion of any of these particular sur- 
renders. The only point private Members 
had a right to insist on was. that 
the promise given by the late Under 
Secretary for War of a full and thorough 
inquiry into all the surrenders that 
had taken place should be faithfully 
and scrupulously carried out. They 
wanted the opinion of high military 
authorities on the various “ incidents,” 
put forward with the same uncomprom- 
ising vigour as was displayed by Lord 
Roberts in his comments on the Spion 
Kop operations. It would then bea ques 
tion whether it would be 
to carry the matter to a court-martial. 
These committees of inquiry were not 
regular courts. Officers who were to 
blame would still be liable to come up 
for trial, What was wanted was an 
official verdict on what did happen, which 
would apportion the praise and blame 
and leave the country in no doubt on the 
matter. 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.): My hon. 


necessary 


friend opposite in the beginning of his 
speech deprecated a general inquiry 
into the history of the war. Ii only 


to relieve him from a part of that burden 
and responsibility which at present rests 
so heavily on his shoulders, [ think 
he ought to weleome a general investiga- 
tion. I think this debate on the whole 
has been not only an interesting, but 
a very satisfactory one, and has amply 
justified the course taken by my _ hon. 
friend behind me in putting down 
‘this Amendment. At one moment the 
First Lord of the Treasury startled 
the House by propounding a doctrine 
so novel and revolutionary as to amount 
almost to a new departure in ethics; 
but a second and diluted version of 
the right hon. Gentleman's proposition 
revealed it to be after all an innocuous 
and commonplace observation. But what 
I desire to make perfectly clear is this. 
Weiall understand the Government to 
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have made two promises. In the first 
place, that wherever it is still practicable 
to do so they will bring the cases of 
persons who are prima facie responsible 
for any of these surrenders before a court- 
martial, which is an open court, where 
the evidence is taken on oath, and where 
you have all the responsibility attaching 
to persons who are acting in the light 
of day, subject to public criticism. 
Secondly, that as regards those cases— 
| hope they are very few—where, from 
the lack of a prima facie case against 
any specific individual it is impossible 
in accordance with the practice of military 
law to hold a court-martial, the Govern- 
ment promise that they will form part 
of the general inquiry which is to take 
place at the close of the war, and that 
the facts, so far as they are ascertainable, 
will thus be brought to the light of day. 
On that distinct assurance [think 
my hon. friend may be well content with 
the result he has achieved in initiating 
the debate, and that he should not, 
in accordance with the general feelings 
of the House, proceed to a division. 


Mr. LAMBERT: I entirely concur 
with my right hon. friend. There 


is one observation [| would like to make 
inasking leave to withdraw the Amend- 
ment. | hope that the inquiry will 
not be prolonged, and that the whole 
eirctunstances will be placed before the 
country as soon as possible. 


Mr. COGHILL  (Stoke-upen-Trent) 
said he should like to say one or two 
words on the Amendment before it was 
withdrawn. Of course they all re- 
membered — last September they were 
told that a General Election must take 
place before the war would come to an 
end, and then they were teld that 
the war had come to an end, and it 
was necessary that the opinion of the 
country should be taken on the war 
by the Goyernment. He was sur- 
prised to hear the Secretary of State 
for War allude to certain difficulties 
which our troops had had to encounter 
in. South Afriea. He had referred to 
the difficulty of the topography there. | 
They all knew that a great many of our 
misfortunes in South Africa were due 
to the insufficient knowledge of the | 
country that our officers possessed. 
He must say that he rather regretted | 
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that the hon. Member for South Molton 
should have taken the particular short- 
comings he had selected to bring before 
the notice of the House. He was sure 
that there were plenty of other short- 
comings at the War Office the hon. 
Gentleman might have mentioned that 
evening. He must say that he had a 
great deal of sympathy with the officers 
and men who had surrendered in the 
war. The difficulties in their way had 
been enormous, and a great deal of 
blame had been put on some junior 
officers which ought not to have been. 
He remembered a sentence written in a 
letter by the junior Member for Oldham 
to the Morning Post, in which he said 
there had been too many surrenders in 
the war. Almost immediately after- 
wards, however, he found himself a 
prisoner. He thought, therefore, every 
hon. Member in the House must see 
the great difficulties there were in the 
way of our officers, and he for one most 
heartily sympathised with all those who 
were taken prisoners. 

But there were plenty of shortcomings 
at the War office for which the strongest 
condemnation of the House was 
necessary. Why not put blame on the 
proper shoulders! Why not put the 
blame on the shoulders of the man who 
was principally responsible! That man 
was undoubtedly Lord Lansdowne, 
who was at the head of the War 
Office, and the man responsible for 
all the blunders in South Africa. In- 
stead, however, of getting rid of him, as 
the Government ought to have done, 
they had actually promoted him to the 
post of Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs. If the Government were going 
to blame their officers, let them do it 
justly. There had been too much favourit 
ism and family influence at the War 
Oftice. The British public desired that 
that state of things should come to an 
end. Until it did, we should never have 
a full and fair reform of the War Office. 
Lighteen months ago the First Lord of 
the Treasury in a speech at Manchester 
said that he was— 


*Mr. SPEAKER, interposing, reminded 
the hon. Member that the debate was 
not upon the conduct of the War Office, 
his remarks were therefore 


out of order. 
20) 2 


Kighth Day. 
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Mr. COGHILL said he bowed at once 
to the Speaker's ruling. All he had to 
say was that he welcomed the promise 
made that night that they were to have 
an inquiry into the doings of the War 
Office: but he was afraid that the in- 
quiry when it did take place would come 
all too late. People would have lost all 
interest in the subject, and he was afraid 
either that a great deal of evidence would 
have become stale, or that a great many 
of the witnesses would have died or 
disappeared. He hoped and trusted the 
inquiry would be held within a reasonable 
time, because they could not help remem- 
bering that Lord Salisbury said only last 
week that he deprecated even now any 
inquiry into the conduct of the war. 
The public were determined to have an 
inguiry, and that the existing jobbery 
and favouritism should once and for ever 
be put an end to. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Main Question again proposed. 


INDIAN EXPENDITURE. 


Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : 
The Amendment that stands in my name 
refers to the Report of the Royal Com- 
luission appointed two or three Parlia 
ments back. This is the first oppor- 
tunity which has presented itself to the 
House of raising any discussion on the 
recommendations of the Comission. 
The Commission was appointed in conse- 
quence of an Amendment moved to the 
Address in reply to the Queen's Speech 
in 1895 by Mr. Naoroji.* Asa result of 
the debate. the Secretary of State for 
India, Sir Henry Fowler, agreed to the 
appointment of a Commission. The 
Comission was appointed by common 
consent of both Front Benches, the 
Members being Lord Welby, Mr. Court- 
ney, Mr. Jackson, Mr. Curzon, Sir D. 
Stewart. Sir E. W. Hamilton. Sir R. H. 
Knox, Sir J. Peile, Sir A. Seoble, Mr. 
Rvder, Mr. Buchanan, Sir W. Wedder- 
burn, Mr. Naoroji, and myself. Later 
on. when Mr. Curzon was appointed 
Viceroy of India, Sir R. Mowbray joined 
the Committee. The inquiry lasted five 
vears, and the Commission reported in 

*See The Parliamentary Debates (Fourth 
Series], Vol. xxx., p. 567. 
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April last year. The Report was a very 
complete one. There was a Minority as 
well as a Majority Report. but the 
minority agreed in the main with the 
majority. They simply carried the recom- 
mendations of the majority a 
further. 

The Report is divided into three sec- 
tions—first, the financial machinery of 
India ; second, the progress of expen- 
diture ; and third, the apportionment 
that takes place in the expenditure 
between India and the United Kingdom. 
I only intend to deal with the third section 
of the Report. 

My Amendment that 
recommendations of the Report on which 
unanimity has been secured should not 
only be carried out in the future. but 
should be made retrospective. It goes a 
step further than that. It calls attention 
to the recommendation in the Report, 
made by the minority of the Conunission, 
it is true, but none the less deserving the 
attention of Parliament on that account, 
and suggests that, tosave further inquiry 
and delay, a lump sum should be paid 
by the Government of the United King- 
dom to India in settlement of the arrears 
of the items which the Government has 
arranged shall in future be transferred 
from the Indian to the British Exchequer. 
The definite recommendations made by 
the Commission unanimously were that 
the Imperial Government should make 
a grant in aid of the charge for the India 
Office of £50,000; half the military 
charges for Aden, £72,000 ; increased 
contribution to the charges for Persian 
Mission, £5,000; and halt the cost of 
transport of troops to and from India, 
£130,000--or a total of £257,000. How 
have the British and Indian Treasuries 
agreed to meet these recommendations ! 
They give the full amount recommended, 


step 


asks those 


but raise it from other sources. They 
grant for the transport of troops, 
£130,000; the military charges — tor 


Aden, £100,000 ; the Zanzibar maritime 
cable, £10,000; China establishments, 
£12,500; and Persian Mission, £5,000. 
These items amount to £500 more than 
the sum recommended by the Majority 
Report of the Royal Commission, and 
agreed to by the minority. I ask the 
| House to note that all these items will 
| from Ist April be charged to the British 
Exchequer instead of the Indian. _ If it 
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is just that this should be done in the 
accounts of 1901-2, it is equally just for 
last year, and for every previous year, so 
long as any of these misappropriations 
have taken place. But these items are 
in themselves utterly inadequate to meet 
the justice of the case. Half the small 
charge for Aden, £100,000, is agreed to 
by the British Treasury, but ino my 
judgment the whole of these charges for 
Aden ought to fall on the British Ex- 
chequer. Aden is not an Indian port. 
Aden is the key to the great commercial 
routes to Australia and China, as well 
as to India itself. [t is a position abso 
lutely essential to the Imperial interests 
of Great Britain. It holds precisely the 
same position to the Suez Canal on the 
south Malta holds on the north. 
Take the proportion of shipping and the 
trade involyed which has called at Aden 
during a year. In- recent the 
trade between the United Kingdom 
and British India has averaged about 
£70,000,000 ; between the United King- 
dom and other Asiatic countries, 
£45,000,000 ; between the United King- 
dom and Australasia, £55,000,000 ; so 
that the proportion of the Eastern trade 
of this country other than that with 
India using this fortified coaling station 
is as £100,000,000 to £70,000,000. 
Therefore, if India is to bear only her 
proportion on the basis of trade relations, 
the recommendation of the Royal Com- 
mission and the arrangement between 
the British and the Indian Treasury 
would have been £145,000, rather than 
£100,000. [T have no intention of claim- 
ing the whole, but if India is compelled 
to hear any of the charges for Aden 
surely the Colonies ought to bear their 
fair share also, Aden exists quite as 
much for the defence of East Africa, the 
Mauritius, Ceylon, the Straits Settle- 
ments, Hong Kong, and the Australasian 
Colonies as for that of India. Each of the 
places should bear its share, and if they 
do not India should not. 

Take the item of £10,000 for the 
Zanzibar and Mauritius cable. A cable 
was made eighteen years ago between 
Zanzibar and Mauritius, communicating 
with the mainland. A subsidy was 
granted from the Imperial revenues for 
this cable, and the British Treasury 
charged £10,000 of this to India. In 
184, when 1 raised this question, I was 


as 


years 
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told that the reason this £10,000 was 
charged to India was the important 


strategic position of Mauritius with 
regard to the defence of the Indian 


Empire. If any hon. Member will take 
the trouble to look at the map he will see 
that Mauritius is about 2,000 miles from 
Aden, and about the same from India, 
and there being no cable from the 
Mauritius to India, it is ridiculous to talk 
of it as a position of any Importance 
whatever with regard to the defence of 
India. This is £10,000 of sheer plunder 
from the Indian Exchequer by the British 
Treasury. Why? Because it is unjust. 
If it is dropped to-day it ought to have 
heen dropped eighteen vears ago. [have 
no hesitation whatever in claiming on 
behalf of the Indian Government and 
the Indian people that this unjust charge 
for the eighteen vears should be retunded. 
Let us note what is stated in the communi- 
cation from the Treasury to the India 
Office of 11th September, 1900, pub- 
lished in a recent Paper giving the details 
of the apportionment which has been 
made. This sentence occurs with re- 
ference to this charge- 

“ For their part,” says the British Treasury, 

“they readily agree to give up the Indian con- 
tribution of £10,000 a year towards the subsidy 
of the Zanzibar-Mauritius cable.” 
Why has not the Secretary of State long 
since availed himself of this readiness on 
the part of the Treasury?) | have never 
before known the Treasury to show any 
readiness to part with £10,000 a year. 
The justice of the case really needs no 
other evidence than this sentence from 
the Treasury itself. 

Then there are the matters of the 
Persian Mission and the establishments 
in China. The House would hardly 
believe that of the charges connected 
with our Embassy in Persia and our 
consular establishments in China India 
is compelled to pay a very large portion. 
The Consulates in China are a great deal 
more important to our wealthy colony of 
Hong Kong than they are to India, 
especially with regard to the trade of 
Hong Kong, which is drawn almost en- 
tirely from the ports at which these 
various consulates are established. There 
is a large trade carried on by our Austral- 
asian colonies with China, but not one 
penny of these charges is cast on our 
wealthy colonies. India has had to bear 
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her share for many years, but now relief 
is given to the extent of £12,500. With 
regard to the Persian Mission, for the 
last fifty vears we have been taking 
£7,000 a vear out of the pockets of the 
Indian taxpayer to pay for our British 
Ambassador at the Court of Persia. At 
last we have been able to get from the 
British Treasury a concession of £5,000 
of this amount, but still some £2,000 is 
kept standing. ‘The total payments by 
India to the British Treasury in regard 
to diplomatic and consular charges in 
countries outside India amount to 
£43,000, These are Imperial duties, 
and every penny of the charges ought to 
be charged on Imperial tunds and not to 
India. Why is this £2,000 retained in 
regard to the Persian Mission ? If it is 
unfair to charge the £5,000, it is unfair 
to charge the whole £7,000, and it is 
ridiculous that the British Exchequer 
should expect India to pay towards the 


salary and expenses of our Persian 
Ambassador. This amount with regard 


to the establishments in China is one. of 
the items the Secretary of State has 
thrown in: it is not asked for by the 
Majority Report, nor indeed is it asked for 
by the Minority Report, except indirectly 
in connection with Imperial charges and 
consular and services. The 
Minority Report was signed by three 
members of the Commission—Sir William 
Wedderburn, Mr. Naoroji, and myself- 
who had some claim to represent the 
Indian people; we simply accepted the 
recommendations of the Majority Report, 
and did not go into details. That this 
amount has not asked by the 
majority shows, | think, the extreme 
moderation of their demands, 
here it is thrown into their laps by a 
generous Treasury. The arrears under 
hoth these should) be refunded. 
Surely the terms to which the Treasury 
“readily agree,’ and others which are 
given without any recommendation from 
the Commission should in’ common 
justice include the restitution of arrears. 
I have endeavoured to show that the 
£257,000 transterred under all these 
items fails to meet the full justice of their 
own particular claim by at least £47,000 
on the recommendations of the Royal 
Commission. This would raise the 
amount which ought to be paid from 
£257,000 to £304,000. 
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Then the Treasury and the India 
Office entirely ignore the unanimous 
recommendations of the Commission that 
a grant should be made by the Imperiak 
Government in aid of the charges for the 
India Office amounting to £50,000 a 
year. No doubt the Secretary of State 
will urge that the total grant proposed 
equals the total grant recommended. 
But that is a futile argument, becuse, 
first of all, the total amount 
mended is made up of specific items, of 
which this £50,000 is one, and then the 
arrangement made by the Treasury and 
the India Office is also composed of specific 
items, of which this £50,000 is not one. 
Does the Secretary of State say that any 
one of these items is unjust! [am sure 
he will say nothing of the kind. That 
leaves us clear to consider the justice of 
the claim for the £50,000, which is not 
included in this arrangement, but was 
unanimously recommended by the Com 
Let me, as a simple way of 


recom- 


mission. 
putting the case before the House, read a 
brief summary from the Report of the 
Commission (p. 90) showing how they 
deal with and why they recommend this 
grant of £50,000: 


“The charge for the India Office is at 
resent borne entirely by India. [t may, 
1owever, be urged tliat, in a special sense, 
both the United Kingdom and India are 
interested in that organisation which exists in 
the capital of the Empire, and there brings 
together in a kind of co-ordination the Govern- 
ment of India and the United Kingdom, and 
we have considered the question whether the 
charge of this organisation is not a proper 
subject of apportionment. Light is thrown on 
this subject by a study of the treatment of 
similar questions in relation to colonies, 
whether Crown or self-governing. Historical 
circumstances explain the origin of the 
difference, but in relation to the colonies the 
ultimate solution arrived at is: the United 
Kingdom pays the whole cost of the committee 
of its own Government which represents it in 
relation to the colonies ; the colony pays the 
whole cost of avencies established here in this 
country for the transaction of its business. 
Upon this principle the cost of the India Offiee 
would be thus apportioned ; its Parliamentary 
representatives, with an adequate stat, would 
be paid by the United Kingdom, and the 
rest of the establishment would be paid 
by India. There is, however, a difference 
between the two cases. The East India 
Company paid the whole charge of its esta- 
blishment in England, including that of the 
Board of Control. The Crown, in taking over 
the government of India, took it over on ex- 
isting conditions, and the present arrangement 
is sanctioned by tradition and long practice. 
Tradition and Jong practice have established 
another arrangement in the colonies. A cou- 
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tribution has never been asked from them, and 
the great self-governing colonies throw so 
little work on the Colonial Office, that their 
share of the charge of that office would be 
intinitesimal. Although, therefore, in theory 
they might fairly be asked to contribute, it 
would not be worth while to raise the question 
with them for so small a result. The cases, 
therefore, are not, on examination, as parallel 
as they appear at first sight. It is, however, 
a fact that the colonies do not contribute 
to the charge of the Colonial Office, and 
in order that there may be no ground 
for allegation. that India is treated less 
favourably than other parts of Her Majesty’s 
Empire, we recommend that Parliament should 
be asked to make a contribution towards the 
charge of the India Office. This contribution 
may be made the subject either of a charge on 
the Consolidated Fund, or of an annual vote 
in aid of the home charges of the establish- 
ment of the Secretary of State. A choice be- 
tween the two methods of procedure involves a 
a question of policy. These home charges 
amounted in the years 1897-8 to £240,000. The 
larger part, however, of this sum represented 
costs of ordinary Indian administration. The 
vote from the Colonial Office, including non- 
effective allowances, amounts to about £50,000 
a year, and a like amount would be, we think, 
a fair contribution towards the cost of the 
India Office.” 

For the reasons I have read the Com- 
mission unanimously recommended this 
grant of £50,000. The Secretary of 
State for India is only an hon. Member 
of the Cabinet of this country. He is 
none the less efficient on that account, 
hut is it fair that the great and valuable 
services of the Secretary of State for 
India should be available for the United 
Kingdom and the rest of the Empire as 
a Member of His Majesty’s Cabinet, with 
all the responsibility which Cabinet rank 
involves, without one penny being paid 
towards his salary by the taxpayers of 
this country? It is most unfair, and I 
think that at any rate the salaries of the 
Secretary of State and the Under Secre- 
tary should be paid by this country and 
not by India. The whole cost of 
the Secretary of State's establishment 
ought to be paid by the British 
Exchequer. Why has the recommenda- 
tion as to this amount been ignored ? I 
hope the right hon. Gentleman in_ his 
reply will inform us. It cannot be from 
pecuniary or economical reasons, because 
the declared object for the other items 
isthat they will simplify the accounts be- 
tween the twocountries. The real object 
of the recommendation being ignored is 
because if it were adopted it would give 
this House a due and proper oppor- 
tunity of raising a debate on Indian 
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questions on the Vote for the Secretary 
of State’s salary. He is the only Minister 
of4the Crown who has this exclusive 
privilege. Upon the salary of any other 
Minister, whether it be great or small, 
reductions may be moved, and this, that, 
or the other question raised affecting 
the administration of the Department 
to which the Minister belongs. But it 
cannot be done with regard to India, 
and the result is, although any question 
affecting any one of our colonies, either 
Crown or self-governing, or the Isle of 
Man or Jersey, can be raised upon the 
salary of the Colonial Secretary or the 
Home Secretary, that any question, no 
matter how great its urgency, affecting 
India cannot be raised in this House at 
all except on an Amendinent to the 
Address, a motion for the adjournment 
ot the House—a course to which nobody 
likes to resort if it can be avoided—or 
upon the Indian Budget. If any portion 
ot these charges were placed on the 
Estimates it would give the House just 
that opportunity which is most needed 
by Members taking an interest in Indian 
questions of raising matters at a time 
when they could be properly discussed 
by the House 

There are many other recommenda- 
tions to which I should like to refer. 
but I do not wish to take up the time 
of the House more than is necessary, 
as there are many other Amendments 
to follow, and [I wish to make way for 
them. 1 feel I have sufficiently made 
out the case for my Amendment from 
the recommendations with which I have 
already dealt, but I cannot refrain from 
dwelling upon one particular point: re- 
commended in the Minority Report 
which has been powerfully accentuated 
since the Report was completed. I will 
read Clause 99 on page 187 of the 
Report— 

“We arestrongly of opinion that India ought 
no longer to bear the heavy financial strain 
of 75,000 British troops. At the present time 
about 10,000 of these troops have been with- 
drawn from India for employment in the Trans- 
vaal War, while 5,000 native troops have also 
been withdrawn to replace British troops trans- 
ferred from Ceylon, Mauritius, and Singapore 
for service in South Africa. If in a time otf 
war, when the strain is great on the Empire, it 
is considered safe to withdraw 15,000 troops 
from India it is clear that on a peace footing 
the number of British troops may be safely 
reduced by 20,000. We do not recommend 
their withdrawal from India, where they 
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should continue to be quartered, but equity 
requires that the revenues of India should be 
relieved of their entire charges, and that they 
should be treated as part of the reserve forces 
of the Eastern portion of the British Empire 
yenerally and borne in future upon the Army 
Estimates in that capacity.” 


Address in Answer to 


A few days ago | put a question to the 
Secretary of State asking what troops 
belonging to the Indian Army were at 
present. stationed in countries outside 
the frontier of India, and the right hon. 
Gentleman told the House that there 
are now. 5.200 British troops belonging 
to the Indian Army in South Africa. 
300 British and 16,300 native troops in 
China and Hong Kong, 1.500 native 
troops in the Mauritius, 800 at Singa- 
pore, 2,100 British and 800 native in 
Ceylon, and 600 natives in Juba Land- 
a total of 7,600 British and 20,000 native 
troops. | think | am right in under- 
standing that these are only, 
officers not included. 


men 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Haminron. Middlesex, 
Kaling) was understood to intimate that 
officers were included. 


Mr. CAINE: In my question [| asked 
only for men. | did not put officers in. 
But it does not matter, the figures are near 
enough for my purpose. If there is one 
thing more than another necessary in the 
interests of India, and especially for the 
prevention of these recurring famines 
which wring our hearts whenever we 
read our papers, it is that money should 
be available for irrigation and other 
purposes which tend to prevent famine. 
The reason these enterprises are para- 
Ivsed in India is the enormous amount 
of the military charges which India is 
called upon to bear. It is no concern of 
mine to-day to go into the question as to 
whether the Army is too great or too 
small in India, but here is the actual fact. 
that the Imperial Government think it 
pertectly safe at this moment to denude 
India of 30,000 British and native troops. 
Are these 30.000 wanted permanently 
in India or are thev not? That is the 
question. If vou can take them away 
at a time like this you can do without 
them altogether. We are going to have 
debates on Army organisation. [T would 
recommend the Secretary of State for 
War to realise that he might easily, with 
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pertect safety, add 30,000 to the British 
Army from India. 1 want the House to 
remember the history of the administra- 
tion in India during the last five years, 
I do not want to go into the question of 
whether that administration has 
right or wrong, but there is no doubt 
whatever, according to the Government. 
that India has been seething with. sedi- 
tion. Personally, | deny it altogether. 
But the Government have suspended 
the Habeas Corpus Act or its equivalent 
in India. If that had been done in Ire. 
land I do not know what hon. Members 
below the gangway would have done, but 
there would have been ructions at any 
rate. Men have been prosecuted for 
sedition, and a stringent Press Act has 
been passed. On the top of this  so- 
called sedition there have been plague. 
pestilence, and famine, and the condition 
of things in India has been such. accord- 
ing to the policy of the Government, as 
to make it unsafe to take these 
troops out of the country. | think the 
fact that they have been taken out of the 
country settles once for all the contro- 
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most 


versy as to whether India has been 
seething with discontent. It is per- 


fectly clear that nothing of the sort was 
the case. But if it was safe to denude 
the country of all these troops at a time 
when India has been more strained than 
at any time since the Mutiny, it is safe 
to keep them out altogether. But I do 
not propose that they should be kept 
out altogether. Leave them there, but 
inasmuch as they are continually being 
used by the Government whenever there 
is any trouble in the East they ought. 
though kept in India, to be charged 
against British and looked 
upon as a reserve force for the defence 
of the whole Empire. 

My Amendment suggests that all thes 
arrears and the ignored recommenda- 
tions should be lumped together and 
sunk once for all in a liberal grant 
in relief of the Indian famine. It ts 


revenues 


very difficult always to go back on 
these various difficult and intricate 
questions of apportionments, and = | 
believe the Indian people will be 


quite willing to accept such a settlement. 
They know the extent of their grievances 
just as well as we do in this country, but 
I think in the face of a large grant they 
would accept the clean slate, and Jct the 














1125 


dead | 
and tl 
As | h 
that t 
Britisl 
Indian 
since 

Takin 
years, 

which, 
out of 
Indian 
while, 

is adde 
I am 

menda 
rities 
North] 
said it 

at any 
people. 
guish t 
in the 
British 
as laid 
Indian 
first as 
various 
pealed 
tionme 
tempt 

to meet 
he met 
from th 
I plead 
and [| 
will sec 
it on tl 
to a gr 
sore tre 
and tot 
| heg te 
inmy 1 


*MR. | 
has alw 
lost to t 
action o 
lutely ¢ 
event sh 
the inae 
is proo! 
before U 
in detai 
borne. 
to the ¢ 
£257,00 
the payr 














1115 Address in Answer to 


‘dead past bury its dead. The Treasury 


and the India Office agree to £257,000. | 


As I have already said, if it is right now 
that this sum should be paid by the 
British Exchequer instead of by the 
Indian Treasury, it has been right ever 
since the apportionment was 
Taking it at the low figure of twenty 
vears, it comes to a sum of £5,000,000, 


which, to put it plainly, has been cheated | 


out of the Indian Government and the 
Indian people by the British Treasury, 
while, if interest at the rate of 3 per cent. 
is added, the amount is about £7,000,000. 


| am not alone in making this recom- 


mendation. One of the greatest autho- 
rities on Indian questions, the Karl of 
Northbrook, an ex-Vicerov of India, 
suid it would be only just if twelve vears, 
at any rate, were refunded to the Indian 
people. No grant can equitably extin- 
guish the enormous sums of which India 
in the past has been defrauded by the 
British Exchequer. The claim of India 
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| are the gentlemen who appealed for and 
demanded this Commission ? They were 
‘nearly all Members or ex-Members of 
this House. The hon. Member for Cam- 
borne himself, Mr. Naoroji, Sir William 
' Wedderburn, and one or two others 
brought this appeal before the Secretary 
of State. The Commission was granted, 
and we now see the large revision which 
is going to be made of the payments 
|} made by India. I think that is one clear 
proot that the intervention of this House 
in the affairs of India is not always a bad 
ithing, but, on the contrary, it is very 
often very beneficial. I might mention 
| in this respect some of the frontier wars, 
}and more especially the case of Chitral. 
That question was debated at great length 
'in this House, and the result has been 
that Lord Curzon, the present Viceroy, 
|has come round very largely to the 
opinion expressed in this House, and he 
| now seems to have adopted very largely 
the principles of Lord Lawrence. 


as laid before the Commission by the | 


Indian Government was twofold. They 
first asked for a specific reduction on 
various services, and, secondly, they ap- 
pealed for liberal treatment in the appor- 
tionment of common charges. An at 
tempt has been made by the Treasury 
to meet the first ; but the second can only 
he met by a generous and liberal grant 
from the one Government to the other. 
I plead for this on the ground of equity, 
and [ leave it to my hon. friend who 
will second the Amendment to plead for 
it on the ground of generous sentiment 
to a great dependency which has borne 
sore trouble and affliction with bravery 
and to the admiration of the whole world. 
I beg to move the Amendment standing 
in my name. 


*Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): It 
has always been said that if ever India is 
lost to this country it will be through the 
action of this House. My opinion is abso- 
lutely contrary to that dictum. If that 
event should ever occur, it will be through 
the inaction of this House. I think there 
is proof of this fact. Two 
before us, one of which has been given 
in detail by the hon. Member for Cam- 
borne. 
to the action of the Royal Commission 
£257,000 is now to be deducted from 
the payments of India to England. Who 


cases are 


He has explained that owing. 


* Lord G. LLAMILTON : He has adopted 
the proposals made by ryselt in this 


House. 


*Mr. SCHWANN: I know that the 
proposals made by the noble Lord were 
endorsed by this House, and that shows 
that this House takes part in Indian 
affairs with great advantage to India. 
Having proved to some extent that the 
action of this House is beneticial and 
desirable, | think we shall all feel that 
when India has been subject to so many 
misfortunes, not only last year, but iis- 
fortunes which commenced in the vear 
: when famines have struck at the 
hur- 


L897 
root of prosperity and added lars 
dens to India ; when famines have been 
followed by plague, and the reseurees 
of the country has been crippled to a 
very great extent, then I say that there 
is some justification for asking what 
means are to be devised to mitigate the 
effects of drought and famine in the 
future. Last we had in India a 
a combination of all the misfortunes 
which happened in 1897, jor the famine 
was far more wide-reaching and far more 
disastrous upon India, and during the 
whole of that time the bubonic plague 
attacked the nation. With this com 
bination ot evils before Us, I think it is 
Kighth Dey. 


year 
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not unnatural that this House should 
turn its attention to this question, and 
ask the noble lord what means he sug- 
gests to avoid such evils in the future. 
Everybody thoroughly understands that 
you cannot interfere in any way with 
the atmospheric conditions of India, for 
you cannot cause rain to fall there by 
the firing of cannons, and we know that 
a country like India is exposed at inter- 
vals to the ravages of drought. I think 
that we have a right to draw the right 
hon, Gentleman's attention to this, and 
to urge him to do all that is possible in 
this direction in India. We contend that 
a large portion of this sum which the 
hon. Member for Camborne has sug- 
gested should be repaid to India should 
be given in the form of a sum to be de- 
voted to means and devices for at any 
rate mitigating, if not avoiding entirely, 
the effects of tamine in India in the 
future. Perhaps the House will allow 
me to read a very short extract which 
gives approximately an idea of what has 
been happening in India. Mr. Vaughan 
Nash savs— 


“ The distinctive mark of the famine was its 
three-fold character, the lack of crops, of 
fodder. and of water. ‘To the first cause the 
rush to the famine works and the terrible 
sufferings in the villages was due; to the 
second the loss of cattle, of which millons upon 
millions perished ; whilst the scarcity of water 
added to the sufferings of the people and their 
beasts, and paved the way for the attack of 
cholera which is still raging through the 
famine district-. The visitation, therefore, 
was one of merciless severity. It gave no 
quarter to any living thing, man, woman, or 
child ; and the beasts in the jungle, the birds 
whose bright plunnage makes the only bit of 
vivid colour in the brown wilderness of an 
Indian famine, the patient bullocks who draw 
the plough and hau! the farm produce to the 
market, the mileh cows, and the goats and kids 
perished together. Besides the famine and the 
diseases following in its train, the plague was 
busy at work.’ 


While all this misery and suffering was 
going on, we know that the Government 
of India did all that was in its power to 
alleviate the ravages of famine by earry- 
ing out the Famine Code, and establishing 
centres and famine camps. 1 will not 
say a word against the Indian officials in 
this respect. They behaved like heroes 
and died at their posts. Many of them 
were moved to these acts of devotion by 
the fortitude and the patience with which 
they saw the inhabitants of India bore 


Mr. Schavann. 
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the dreadful losses and suffering laid upon 
them. Mr. Nash said—and it is a fact 


the King’s Speech. 


“There was grain enough in India for every- 
one, and sufficient food for the needs of the 
cattle, but the people had no money to buy it.” 


Of course that seems in itself very self- 
evident, for famine naturally occurs when 
the people have not got the money to buy 
food with, but we must remember that 
the necessities of the Indian people are 
very smallindeed. We know that there are 
families in India who live on two annas 
per day (2d.), and we know that it does 
not require a very large sum to enable 
one of the agricultural class in India to 
maintain life. There are one or two cir- 
cumstances in connection with the dis- 
tribution of relief which I hope the noble 
Lord will be able to explain to the House. 
In several districts of India during the 
time of the famine, suspicions— no doubt 
well grounded through the 
minds of the officials that there was in 
connection with the relief a good deal of 
either skulking or malingering, or people 
who placed themselvesupon relief without 
due reason and cause, and in the relief 
camps, In one or two of the presidencies, 
even the minimum amount. of relief 
was reduced. | think myself that this 
requires explanation from the 
noble Lord as to why under the cireum- 
stances, when famine was raging through- 
out these districts of India, in some of 
these places it was found necessary to put 
certain reliet camps upon what are called 
“deterrent conditions.” There — may 
have been a number of natives who 
thought the conditions laid down were 
very exacting, and this may have kept 
many people who needed assistance from 
the camps. 

I do hope that the noble Lord will give 
us the information which is necessary 
to explain why this took place. The 
fact is that the Indian cultivator has for 
can judge, been 
1882 it 


passed 


SOTLLE 


some Vears, as far as we 
going from bad to worse. In 
was said by Lord Cromer in his Budget 
speech that the average total income of 
the Hindoo people was 27 rupees, or 
33s. 6d.. per head. In 1898-99 it fell 
to 70 rupees, or 23s. 2d.. and I am not 
sure whether last year the total income 
in some of these famine districts was not 
reduced to something like 12 rupees. If 
in vears without a famine the annual 
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income of an agriculturist has fallen, as 
it has done in the years between 1877 
and 1897, by 10 rupees, it seems to me 
that it is highly desirable that what we 
recommend should be done, and that 
Commissioners should be appointed and 
some of them sent out from England to 
find out whether greater attention can- 
not be paid to the mitigation of these 
famines. I was very sorry to read that 
famine again threatens India this year. | 
think it is desirable that an inquiry should 
he made as to what means can be adopted 
jor increasing the wealth and mitigating 
the misery and obviating famines in the 
future. I am glad to think that the 
noble Lord himself, on the 26th January, 
1897, used these words- 

‘That the opportunity this famine affords 
cade not to be allowed to pass without our 
taking every opportunity to inquire into and 
ascertain the best methods of protecting the 


people of India from the recurrence of similar 
calamities.” 


| would also suggest that it would be 
desirable to go into the question of land 
tenure, because it seems that recent ex- 
perience of India proves that our western 
ideas of land tenure are not always 
applicable to India. I am bound to say 
that trom the information I have had 
of those who are most interested in this 
question, [ have serious doubts upon the 
question. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I must point out to 
the hon. Member that the terms of the 
Amendment do not cover general obser- 
vations about the finances of India. 


*Mr. SCHWANN: [ am only trying. 
Sir, to suggest some means of employing 
the sum of money which my hon. friend 
is asking the Government to transfer. 
The following quotation is from the pre- 
amble of the Government of India’s Bill 
to “amend the law relating to agricul- 
tural land in the Punjab “— 

“The expropriation of the hereditary agri- 
culturist in many parts of the province 
through the machinery of restricted sale and 
mortgage has been regarded for many years 
past as a serious political danger. It is recog- 
nised that the danger is accompanied with bad 
economic results, that it is increasing, and that 


if not arrested it will grow to formidable 
dimensions. It is also recognised that the idea 


of a free transferable interest in land which 
is at the root of the trouble is of compara- 
tively modern origin, and is contrary both to 
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‘native States are * 
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the existing practice in most native States 
and to the traditions and sentiments, if no- 
longer to the practice, of the people of the 


Punjab.” 


This draws attention to one point which 
it seems to me might be usefully con- 


sidered by the Government of India. 
Then, again, a more elastic assessment 


of taxes has been found to be desirable 
because by degrees the land is becoming 
alienated, and getting into the hands of 
the village money lenders. Lord Cromer.. 
in Egypt. has introduced legislation 
which will have a tendency to free the 
people from the clutches of the village: 
Shylocks who abound in the country. 
Some such similar laws are necessary in 


India. In other native provinces they 
enjoy milder systems of taxation and 
tenure, and they have greater elasticity. 


It has been said that the laws of the: 
laws of leather, while 
those of British India are of iron.”’ Talk- 
ing of the alienation of the land which is 
gradually taking place in the four dis- 
tricts of the Punjab, the following figures 
will show to what an enormous extent 
this evil has grown. In the first district 
in the year 1895, in an area of 120 square 
miles and a population of 108,000, 20 per 
cent. of the lands were alienated to money- 
lenders. In the second district, con- 
taining an area of 349 square miles and a 
population of 108,000, the percentage of 
alienated lands was 28. In the third 
district, containing 333 square miles and 
population of 50,000, the percentage 
was 17; and in the fourth district, with 
349 square miles and a population of 
30,000 people. the percentage of alienated 
lands was 11 per cent. I think the 
greatest stress should be laid upon these 
tacts. I should also like to recommend 
to the noble Lord the question of irriga- 
tion. This is a subject in which the 
Indian Government has always inter- 
rested itself, but in which I do not think 
it has quite carried out the recommen- 
dations otf its own Commission. For 
example, take the example of the Famine 
Commission in 1879-80. Page 150, 
Part 2 of the Report 
“ Among the means that may be adopted for 
giving India direct protection from famine 
arising from drought, the first place must un- 
questionably be assigned to works of irrigation. 
There must be reckoned the direct protection 


afforded by the saving of human life, by the 
avoidance of loss of revenue remitted and of; 


Eighth Day. 
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the outlay incurred in costly measures of relief. 
But it is not only in years of drought that they 
are useful. In seasons of average rainfall they 
are of great service and a great source of 
wealth, giving certainty to all agricultural 
occupations, increasing the out-turn per acre 
of the crops, and enabling more valuable 
descriptions of crops to be grown. ’ 
What has been the action of the Govern- 
ment in the years I882 to 1898!) Tf 1 
summarise the figures given in the 
statistical abstracts. | find that the com- 
bined totals of railway expenditure for all 
those years has been £246.000,000, 
while the total for irrigation only 
amounts to  £39,000,000, leaving a 
balance in favour of railways as against 
irrigation of £207,000,000. Everybody 
must admit that railways are very useful, 
but at the same time they do not produce 
the food by which milions of the people 
cof India are to be sustained. Irrigation 
does that in the most ample manner, and 
I think this House will see the pro- 
ipriety of urging upon the Government 
of India and the noble Lord the necessity 
of promoting irrigation. Railways are 
useful to convey grain, but they do not 
prevent famine. IT will quote to the 
House an extract from the Standard’s 
Sinla correspondent in reference to what 
was sald by Sir Mackworth Young. the 
Lieut.-Governor of the Punjab, who has 
heen making a tour of the provinces. 
In regard to the Chenab Canal and irriga- 
tion works which had just heen opened, 
the Lieut.-Governor made an important 
speech. of which the following is an 
extract 
“ He pointed out that India had just passed 
ithrouzh a famine, which at one time imposed 
‘on the Government the duty of supporting 
directly upwards of six millions of people. All 
ithis time the inhabitants of the Chenab 
Colony had been living in a tract of country 
which a.few years ago was a waterless desert, 
‘utterly dry and barren. Yet the existence of 
the famine was hardly known to those 
assembled. The land had brought forth 
-abundantly, the people had lived in peace and 
plenty; their surplus stocks, which were 
enormous, being carried off by the railway 
which the Government had built, to be soldat 
‘famine prices in less favoured parts of India.” 


| would like just to refer to the classical 
‘case of the success of irrigation works in 
India; | mean the Godaveri Delta. At one 
time there were only 150,000 acres which 
afforded a precarious livelihood to the 
people, and new there are 700,000 acres 
producing certain crops. There is now 


ithere 500 miles of canals which have been 
Mr. Schiraun. 
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found very useful for agricultural pur- 
poses. The population previous to irri- 
gation was 600,000, and now it~ is 
2,500,000. 1 can give other details in 
regard to revenues, exports, and imports 
which would show that this country, 
which was smiling as a rose garden now, 
was before a desert, and highly unpro- 
ductive. There is also the question of 
technical education which T would also 
impress as strongly as I can upon the 
noble Lord, for he knows that, through 
the advance of civilisation by the rail- 
ways, and by the free introduction of 
goods from all parts of the world—tfrom 
England, Germany, America, and other 
countries—many of the native village 
industries have been swept away, and 
the result has been that a much larger 
proportion of the inhabitants of India 
have been obliged to turn their attention 
to agriculture. That means, as is the 
case in Ireland, that there is too great a 
pressure upon agriculture as a means 
of livelihood, and the produce is searcely 
sufficient to maintain the population. — It 
has been stated that there are millions 
of people in India who have never known 
what it is to have their hunger satisfied. 

| believe that this House contains a 
great many new Members, and I hope 
that they will take an interest in Indian 
debates, for the responsibility rests upon 
their shoulders quite as much as upon 
ours. | hope that the suggestion of my 
hon. friend may be carried out, and that 
we shall have certain amounts put upon 
the Estimates, so that we may have more 
frequent opportunities of discussing the 
affairs of India. These discussions are 
generally relegated to the dog-days, and 
the natural result is that many Members 
of this House do not take that interest in 
these Indian debates which they should 
do. Many hon. Members of the present 
Parliament have been out in India and 
they possess a knowledge of her wants 
and needs. Therefore, it ts highly desir- 
able that they should give the House the 
benefit of that knowledge, and to the best 
of their ability promote the interests of 
the millions of their fellow subjects in 
that great Empire. 


Amendment proposed 


“At the end of the Question, to add the 
words, ‘But we humbly represent to Your 
Majesty, that although Your Majesty's 
Government have arranged that from the Ist 
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day of April next charges amounting to 
£257,500 shall for the future, in accordance 
with an unanimous recommendation of the 
Royal Commission on Indian Expenditure, be 
transferred from Indian to British expenditure, 
no provision has been made for any 1epayment 
of the arrears of these charges, while other re- 
commendations of the Commission have been 
ignored altogether ; and thas, in justice to the 
people of India, all these arrears should be 
repaid by the British Exchequer to the Indian 
in the form of a liberal grant in relief of the 
Indian faimine.’”—(Mr. Caine.) 


Question proposed, ‘* That those words 
he there added.” 


“Sir MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.) said that 
the details and facts furnished to the 
House by the hon. Member for Camborne 
in his opinion perfectly justified the appeal 
made by the Amendment. He had 
never concealed his disappointment at 
the refusal of the Imperial Government 
to make a grant to India for the relief of 
the sufferings she passed through during 
the famine. The reasons urged for the 
making of a grant were certainly just, 
and were such would enable the 
Government to make an adequate con- 
tribution to the Indian Exchequer with 
a good deal of grace. Although he con- 
curred in the Amendment, he felt 
hound to take exception to one argu- 
ment used by the mover in_ support. 
The hon. Gentleman attempted to prove 
that it was on the ground that India 
was seething with sedition that it was 
found necessary to keep 30,000 addi- 
tional troops in the country in order to 
over-awe a disorderly people. But he 
contended that the military forces, both 
British ind native, were maintained in 
India for no such purpose, but for the 
protection of the country mainly against 
loreign aggression, and for Imperial re- 
quirements. It had never been pre- 
tended that there had ever been any 
danger to the Empire from within the 
frontier. It was now generally admitted 
that the necessity for keeping up the 
strength of the Anglo-Indian army in 
excess of actual requirement was to have 
30,000 men in a convenient situation 
so that they might be ordered out for 
Imperial purposes if necessary. It had 


as 


heen stated on the highest authority that | 
India was a school where a large con- 
tingent of military forces might be trained 
and kept ready to hand in case of emer- 
gency, and therefore it was only just 
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that the expense of those troops should 
be defrayed by the English and not by 
the Indian Exchequer. The Royal Com- 
mission had recommended the payment 
of a sum of £257,500, heretofore defrayed 
by India, to be levied from the British 
Exchequer, and he thought from the 
point of view of a fair business adjust- 
ment and sound policy, that it would 
be a graceful act on the part of the 
Imperial Government to the Empire of 
India if a sum of from £5,000,000 to 
£7,000,000 were awarded to the Indian 
exchequer, nominally, under the head 
of famine relief, but really as an act of 
justice in) payment of arrears. which 
would be accepted by the Indian people 
an act of Imperial generosity. It 
was unnecessary to enlarge upon the 
sufferings of India during the last few 
years on account of the famine: at the 
same time he regretted to have to say 
that a very severe state of scarcity, if not 
actual famine, at present existed through- 
out Western and Central India, and relief 
measures would have to be adopted. He 
ventured, therefore, to make an appeal 
to the noble Lord the Secretary of State 
for India that he should give this 
Amendnient his favourable consideration. 

No one had more readily or persis- 
tently acknowledged the blessings India 
derived from British rule than he had 
done, but he felt bound to say that 
when it was a question of £ s. d., India 
did not always have that sympathetic 
treatment which was her due at the hands 
of Parliament. Forinstance, a great out 
cry had been made in the past about 
the advantages which India was supposed 
to possess over Lancashire in the cotton 
industry. Whatever the position might 
have been before, in the last five years 
it had disappeared. Famine had stopped 
the supply of cotton, and the plague and 
the Chinese disturbances had sent to 
ruin many of the mills one after another 
until the industry had entirely become 
unremunerative. He therefore appealed 
to the noble Lord to reconsider the 
subject of the cotton duties. 


as 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I 
must remind the hon. Member that the 
terms of this Amendment are very 
narrow. They do not include the ques- 
tion of the treatment of India by England.. 
but only that of whether certain sums 
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shall be returned to India in the form 
of a grant for the Indian famine. 
these circumstances | must request the 
‘hon. Member to confine his observations 
to the question raised by the Amend- 
ment. 


*Sm MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
{REE said that one of the objections 
urged when a grant was suggested on 


‘fermer occasions was that India had 
sufficient credit for all her needs. No 


‘doubt India, with the British Govern- 
ment at her back, had credit, but to have 
credit was one thing and to have ready 
money was another. He supported the 
Amendment on the ground that from 
the highest dictates of Imperialism, and 
from a sense of the obligation which 
that sentiment imposed on the Govern- 
ment, it was absolutely necessary that a 
grant should be made to the Exchequer 


of India in the manner indicated in the : 


Amendment. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Den- 
highshire, W.) thought it would be 


generally admitted that it was highly 
necessary that this question in regard 
to the adjustment of the finances of India 
should be brought before the House at 
the present time. As hon. Members 
were aware, this was a matter which 
had often been debated in the House, 
and Commission after Commission had 
sat upon it, but seemed to be a long time 
coming to a decision. He was informed 
the reason for this delay was that in 
these matters concerning India the 
money was not paid by England but by 
India, and therefore it was all the more 
necessary that the House should be 
scrupulously careful in doing what was 
right. 

The charges in support of the Amend- 
ment had been fully made out, and it 
was not his intention to weary the House 
with any general representation of the 
case. He would merely draw attention 
to one specific point, which was the 
recommendation made on page 188 of 
the Report—the Minority Report—of the 
‘Commission, in regard to the desirability 
of altering in some direction the military 


charges now borne by India. He 
was glad to notice that that was 
one of the main principles of the 
Amendment, and he would be glad 


Mr. Speaker, 
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to hear that the noble Lord shared 
the general opinion. On the ground of 
sentiment it appeared to him that the 
Government ought to make some arrange- 
ment which would provide that a certain 
number of troops should he stationed 
in India as an Imperial force, and should 
be paid out of the Imperial revenue. 
Such troops could be used on oceasions 
of emergency, and such a course would 
bind still more closely India to this 
country, and it would also be a practical 
way of enabling the people of India to 
understand that as an Empire they 
shared not only the responsibilities but 
the expense of the Empire to which they 
were so much attached. From the 
point of view of financial justice he 
merely desired to point out what he be- 
lieved would be the practical way of 
bringing about the relief to the Indian 
Exchequer which he thought the justice 
of the case demanded in regard to the 
repayment of the arrears which were 
claimed by the Indian Government. 
A proposal of this kind would, he 
thought, be useful and important from 
the military point of view. The history 
of the present time emphasised the im- 
portance of our position in the East. 
In his work, entitled ~ Problems of 
the Far East,” the Viceroy of India 
had stated his belief that the great centre 
of future problems would be Hindustan. 
He also held that view, and on any ques- 
tion arising in the East our interests 
demanded that we should have «a mobile 
and well-equipped force in India always 
ready for Imperial purposes in cases of 
emergency. 

No one would doubt that it the exi- 
gencies, of the Empire in the East de- 
manded it a strong military force ought 
to be stationed in India, which was the 
most convenient situation. The history 
of the last two years, the war in South 
Africa and the operations in China, 
showed the importance of our having 
force always at hand in case of danger 
not only in the East but in South, Africa 
as well. The last point of, view from 
which he would deal with this question 
was the practical point of view. Such 
an arrangement would get rid of the 
bad feeling of the last forty «or fifty years 
as tothe financial relations . hetween the 
two countries. We had dratwn on India 
for troops for Imperial piu'-poses no less 
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than nine times in the course of forty 
years ; and in the future, no doubt, there 
would be still greater necessity for doing 
so. It seemed to him that such an 
arrangement as he had sketched out 
would be a practical means of dealing 
in a fair way with the arrears of pay- 
ment which were claimed by the Indian 
Government, and would be a practical 
and final solution just alike to India 
and to this country. 


*Mr. WYLIE 


question which 


(Dumbartonshire) : The 
for the last two or three 
years has overshadowed all others in 
connection with India is that of the 
famine, and this Amendment deals with 
certain means of alleviation, Famine 
is of frequent occurrence in India, but 
the last one exceeded them all in the 
extent of territory it affected. It has 
affected no less than a quarter of the 
total area of India, and about one-fifth 
of the population. The Government 
of India is always in a thorough state of 
preparedness to deal with normal famines, 
but this famine was of unexampled mag- 
nitude, and the Government of India 
acted in a manner deserving the greatest 
credit. During the time the famine 
was at its height there was a larger 
number than ever before simultaneously 
relieved, and no Government in the 
world could have grappled so effectively 
with the situation as the Indian Govern- 
ment have done. The officials of the 
Government, from the Viceroy down- 
wards, have acted with the greatest 
self-devotion. 

| do not at all concur with the pro- 
posal made by the mover and seconder 
of the Amendment, that because a cer- 
tain sum of money has come into the 
Indian Exchequer, pretty much by way 
of windfall, it should be appropriated 
tor the famine. | think the Indian 
Government requires no injunction to 
increase the means of alleviating the 
famine. A question has come before 
the House in the course of this discus- 
sion very prominently—namely, How can 
famines be averted! This is infinitely 
more important to India, and very much 
more worthy the consideration of this 
House. The causes of famine in India 
are manifold, but there are two or three 
great causes. The first and principal 
cause is the failure of the rain supply, 
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| Which occurs periodically in periods 
varying from one to ten years. 


*Mr. SPEAKER : | have to remind the 
hon. Gentleman that the causes of the 
famine do not arise on this Amendment. 


Mr. WYLIE: Well, Sir, | bow to your 
ruling. I was following the discussion 
which has occurred on the Amendment. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: L must remind the 
hon. Member also that the mover and 
seconder of the Amendment were not 
bound to confine themselves to the terms 
of the Amendment. 


Mr. WYLIE: | quite bow to your 
ruling. | was going to refer to the causes 
of famine and to the means of preventing 
famine, but I shall take the opportunity 
of doing so on the Indian Budget. | 
confine my remarks to dissenting from 
the proposal of the mover and seconder 
of the Amendment, which I think is a 
direct injunction to the Indian Govern- 
ment to increase the means to be devoted 
to the famine fund. I think it should 
be left to their entire discretion, because 
they have shown the greatest liberality 
and the greatest statesmanship in dealing 
with this appalling disaster. 


Sir ROBERT MOWBRAY (Lambeth, 
Brixton) said he would endeavour to 
confine himself strictly and absolutely to 
the Amendment before the House. The 
hon. Member for Camborne econtinu- 
ally referred to the recommendations of 
the Royal Commission. If this were a 
matter of sentiment, he would support 
the hon. Member in asking for a very 
generous and liberal grant to India to 
meet any difficulties in which it had been 
placed by the famine. He thought we 
owed a debt of gratitude to the Govern- 
ment and the Princes of India, and it 
would be a generous thing on the part 
of this country to acknowledge it. But 
that was not the proposition before the 
House. The proposition was, in the 
‘words of the hon. Member who moved 
the Amendment, that we had_ been 
drawing from India what we were not 
entitled to draw, and had put ourselves 
in the wrong in that way, and that we 
ought to make atonement ior the wrong 


' by paying twenty vears arrears. When 


Kighth Day, 
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the question of arrears was gone into, arrangement between England and India. 
he did not know why the hon. Member The Report, for the purpose of liberal 
stopped at twenty years. Why did treatment for the future, makes a pro- 
he not go back to the time when the position by which certain charges should 


the King’s Speech. 


1129 Address in Answer to 


Government was taken over trom. be transferred to England. 
the East India Company! He con- — | hope the House will allow me, for a 
fessed that the hon. Member was few minutes, to give my own experience 


very generous when he only took twenty in connection with this most difficult 
vears. He did not think that after the subject of the relative amounts which 
(rovernment had agreed to the recom-. the two Exchequers should contribute 
mendations of the Commission the towards the objects in which they are 
House would consider thet they ought commonly interested. [| was Under 
to pay arrears also. He was bound to Secretary for India many years ago, and 
say that, so far as his recollection of the I had been but a short time in_ office 
discussions in the Commission went, he when I came to the conclusion that the 
did not remember the recommendation Admiralty and the War Office were un- 
which was now made being laid before justly putting charges on the Indian 
the Royal Commission at the time its revenue, and | obtained very shortly 
Report was in preparation, and it ought after | Under Secretary the 
to have been laid before the Commission appointment of a Select Committee in 
when the Report was being considered. 1874 to inquire into the home charges 

lle was exceedingly glad that His of the Indian Government. They took 
Majesty's Government had seen their a great deal of evidence, sitting for four 
way to carry out in full, so far.as the years. The Committee had before it 
amount of money went, the recommen- Mr. Cardwell and the Commander-in- 
dations of the Royal Commission. It Chief, the Duke of Cambridge, and I am 
was quite true. us his hon. friend had bound to say that the conclusions forced 
said, that the Government had not’ on my mind, from the investigations then 


became 


acted in accordance with the precise 
recommendations in the Report. but 
India would get more than was recom- 
mended by the Commission. He would 
support the Government in opposing 
the Amendment. 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: I. think 
everyone who has listened to the de- 
hate on this Amendment will admit 


that it has been supported by speeches 
ot sincerity, moderation, and ability. 
The proposition before the House is that 
the Government should undertake to 
pay « lump sum to the credit of the 
Indian Treasury, and that proposition is 
hased on the fact that the Commission 
which was appointed some years ago 
made certain proposals in regard to the 
apportionment of expenditure between 
the two Exchequers by which India is 
to benefit to the extent of £257,000. 
The Member for Camborne, who was a 
prominent member of that Commission, 
suggests that the Government should 
make up arrears for twenty years. 


and a very interesting document, but 
it roughly comes to this conelusion, 


that there is no injustice in the existing 


Nir Robert Mowbray. 


House. 
The 


Report of the Commission is a very long 


made, greatly altered the ideas I had 
before entertained. The charges placed 
on India might be heavy, but in no 
single case were we able to ascertain a 
charge which the Imperial Government 
put on India out of which it made a 
profit. And the more | have looked 
into these charges since the more | have 
come to the conclusion that, speaking of 
the expenditure of the two Governments, 
the connection of Great Britain with 
India does not reduce her expenditure, 
but, on the contrary, adds to the Ksti- 
mates which annually have to be pre- 


‘sented to Parliament. 


This Committee to which | allude, and 
which was appointed twenty-six years 
ago, had its recommendations included 
in the Report of the Commission, and 
the Commission expressed the highest 
approval at the conclusions at which they 
then arrived. I may roughly indicate 
them, because I think the principle will 
recommend itself to both sides of the 
Their first recommendation is 
that strict impartiality should be secured 
in the financial arrangements. [| think 
that the supervision and general control 
of the House of Commons is very bene- 
ficial to India. The next recommenda- 
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tion is that the English Estimates should | happy phrase when he said he was an 
not be relieved at the expense of the | Imperialist and believed in the enormous 
Indian revenue, and that we should! benefits which British rule has conferred 
always consult India on all charges| on India, but that he wished that the 
which may affect India. That is the British Government would not take such 
view which I held twenty-six years ago, | a £ s. d. view of the transaction between 
and to that view Ladhere. The Commis- | the two Treasuries. I do not want to 
sion never asserted that money has been | indulge in anything like party animad- 
appropriated or that, as the hon. Mem- | versions, but may | ask the hon. Gentle- 
ber said, India has been cheated. They | men opposite, the majority of whom will 
are certain that the charges made were | probably vote for the Amendment, what 


justifiable in themselves and that no} 
benefit accrued to the British Govern- | 
ment from the charges so made, but they | 
suggested, and this is the whole point, | 
that for the purpose of securing liberal 
treatment for the future certain pro-| 
portions of the charges hitherto borne by | 
India should be transferred to the Im- | 
perial Exchequer, the amount being 
£257,000. Therefore I have to deal | 
with a specific suggestion made by a Com- | 
mission based on certain arguments and 
conclusions—namely, that the Imperial 
Exchequer should relieve the Indian | 
Exchequer of that amount. I went, | 
fortified by that Report, to the Chancellor | 
of the Exchequer and discussed the 
matter with him. He took a most. 
liberal view of the situation, and he said, | 
“[ will assent to the propositions of the , 
Commission.”” I wonder of how many | 
Commissions appointed in recent years | 
that can be said. The Chancellor of the | 
Exchequer, in fact, said, “ So far as the 
amount is concerned I am ready to give | 
the amount which the Commission 
recommend.” I think that was a very 
generous and prompt response. What! 
is now asked? It is asked that I should | 
turn round on the Chancellor of the! 
Exchequer and say, “ It is true you have | 


is the foundation for the allegations made 
as to the charges being unduly put on 
the Indian revenue? When I came to 
the House of Commons the Manchester 
school of politicians was supreme. They 
dominated English finance, and their 
test of the efficiency of the administrator 
was regulated by the amount by which he 
could reduce the expenditure which he 
inherited from his predecessor. I always 
thought that was a short-sighted view to 
take of effective administration. After 
all, money is given to achieve a certain 
object, and the effective point is to see 
whether that object is achieved. The 
First Lord of the Admiralty in Mr. 
Gladstone’s Government took enormous 
credit to himself when he brought down 
the Navy expenditure under a certain 
figure. I think it was ten millions. One 
of the means by which he did that was to 
claim for services rendered in Indian 
waters by the British Navy to the tune 
of many thousands of pounds. We have 
secured for the future a juster and a 
fairer appreciation of what is to the 
benefit of India, and I certainly do not 
think that, having obtained, as I thinky 
a large and generous contribution from 
the Treasury, | should be justified in 
putting forward a claim for arrears 


acceded to the Commission’s recom-| which is absolutely contrary to the whole 
mendations, but you are asked for | of the trend of the Report of the Com- 
arrears.” What arrears? If this Report! mission. The hon. Gentleman called 
had been based on the contention that a | attention to the fact that, although the 
gross injustice had been done to India in | amount we propose to give to India some- 
the past, then there might be reason for | what exceeds the amount recommended 
asking for arrears, but the Report says} by the Commission, we have not adhered 
that the charges, in the main, have been | to the details of expenditure which they 
just, and therefore it is impossible to} recommended ; and the hon. Gentleman 








press this request for arrears. If I went 
to the Chancellor of the Exchequer and 
made a request for arrears I should be 
guilty of a breach of faith. Could any- 
body justify that disingenuous dealing 
with the head of Imperial finance ? 

My hon. friend the Member for North- 
East Bethnal Green indulged in a very ' 


VOL. LXXXIX, [Fourtu Srries.] 





specially alluded to the fact that the 
proposition was made that £50,000 
should be voted as an appropriation in 
aid of the India Office, that that £50,000 
should be put on the Estimates, and that 
consequently the House of Commons 
should get an additional opportunity to 
those which they now enjoy of discussing 


2X Eighth Day 
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Indian affairs. But the motive that in-| the House an opportunity for discussion. 


duced the Commission to make that | 


recommendation was not that the House | 
| notice of the House. To put a token 


of Commons should have that additional 
opportunity. 


Mr. CAINE: What I said was that | 
your salary and the salary of the Under | 
Secretary should be put on the Estimates, 


Sirk ROBERT MOWBRAY: May I 
also say that the recommendation of the 
Commission was that, although £50,000 
should be paid for the India Office, the 
charge should be put either on the 
Estimates or on the Consolidated Fund. 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: My hon. friend | 


has put his finger upon the motive which 
induced the Commission to make that 
recommendation. The motive was not 
that Parliament should have additional 
opportunities of discussing Indian affairs, 
because if they had had that idea they 
would not have made the suggestion 
that the charge should be put on the 
Consolidated Fund. They reconmended 
this grant because they thought that 
£50,000 should be given in connection 
with this object. We looked carefully 
into the matter, and came to the con- 
clusion that there were other objects 
which should have prior consideration, 
and we struck out the £50,000 and put 
in £50,500, so that India benefits by 
that small amount. Let me just say 
that I personally have no objection 
whatever, so far as | am concerned, to a 
* Vote appearing on the Estimates for the 
purposes of discussion ; but the House 
should look at the matter from a House 
of Commons and Indian point of view. 
Every year there is a discussion in this 
House on the Indian Budget. The 
resolution which the Secretary of State 
proposes is simply a peg on which the 
House of Commons can hang speeches. 
It has no practical validity of any kind ; 
it was purposely framed by Sir Charles 
Wood for that purpose. Therefore the 
House has every year on the Indian 
Budget the opportunity of raising any 
question of policy or any matters con- 
nected with Indian administration. It 
is not in the least necessary by law or 
otherwise for the Secretary of State to 
make his annual statement; he does it 
deliberately for the purpose of giving | 


Lord G. Hainilton. 





That seems to me to be the best method 
of bringing Indian affairs before the 


| Vote on the Estimates for the purpose of 
provoking discussion would, J think, not 
be very beneficial to India. Going back 
‘to the days to which I was referring, 
| when the Manchester school was pre- 
‘dominant, the discussions on the Esti- 
|mates always assumed an economical 
shape. The object was to reduce ex- 
penditure, and Ministers were called to 
_ task unless they could justify the expendi- 
ture which they proposed. But we have 
got rid altogether of that school. The 
object now is to increase expenditure. 
Every Minister who is in any way respon- 
sible for a Department behind which is 
a large personnel finds his time taken up 
in opposing demands for increased 
expenditure, and notwithstanding the 
power which the Treasury and the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer can exercise 
in this House, and the knowledge that 
increased expenditure here falls upon the 
English taxpayer, our expenditure— 
civil, military, and naval—is increasing 
at an appalling rate. In a few years 
Members of the House of Commons will 
find that this is one of the most serious 
matters they will have to deal with. If 
that is the case with regard to expendi- 
ture for which the House of Commons 
is responsible, what would be the position 
of the unhappy Indian Secretary of State, 
who has under him an enormous per- 
-sonnel, if a sum representing his salary 
was placed on the Estimates ? He would 
have every conceivable motion made 
from different parts of the House to 
increase the salaries of the innumerable 
civil, military, and other servants under 
the Indian Government. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: That would 
be out of order. 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: The hon. 
Gentleman says it would be out of order. 
But my hon. friend is one of the most 
adroit adepts when the Estimates come 
up in attacking Ministers not for what is 
in the Estimates, but for what is not in 
them. You can by a number of methods 
put such pressure on Ministers that it 
is very, very difficult for them not to have 
to consider between the period at which 














11% 
the 


son 
If t 
the 
ber 
posi 
Ind 
wou 
Indi 
Indi 
Hou 
the 
satis 
the 
deba 
Vote 


Mr 


date 


*Lo 
matte 
dispo: 
and [| 
CUSSIO 
earliet 
show1 
have 
Repor 
large 
Exche 
finance 
able, b 
expect 
are as 
source 
a prou 
Indian 
just em 
and | | 
drough 
this afl 
our ex] 
last fing 
next, w 
this exy 
But we 
will be 
£5,000.( 
the Cha 
vide to « 


Mr. 
tax. 


* LORD | 
gest the 


Member 


n. 
od 
ne 
on 
of 


ok 


he 
he 


at 


he 


rs 
il 


1s 


ry 
ld 
le 
to 
le 


ld 


oh 











1135 Address in Answer to {25 FEBRUARY 1901} the King’s Speech. 1136 


they are so attacked and the next year|tion means increased taxation in this 
some proposals for increased expenditure. | country, as this money could be provided 
If this is the case when the interests of | only by a loan, which would be a perma- 
the taxpayer are apparent to every Mem-| nent burden on the revenues of this 
ber of the House, what would be the! country, or by increased taxation. Under 
position of the Secretary of State for | these circumstances it really seems im- 
India when the increased expenditure possible to expect that I should go to 
would fall upon not the English, but the | the Chancellor of the Exchequer and ask 
Indian taxpayer? I am sure, from an_ for this amount. The hon. Member for 
Indian point of view, as well as from a North Manchester went somewhat out- 
House of Commons point of view, that side the Amendment, and alluded to the 
the present arrangement is a far more economical conditions of the people of 
satistactory one than to substitute for India. I do not know whether I should 
the discussion on the Indian Budget a be in order—— 

debate which would take place on the 

Vote for the Secretary of State’s salary. *Mr. SPEAKER: I do not think the 

noble Lord would be in order in following 
Mr. SCHWANN: Then there is the that out. 
date at which the Budget comes in. 
*Lorp G. HAMILTON: I was afraid 

*LorpG. HAMILTON: Thatis another [I should be precluded. Perhaps I may 
matter. I am not responsible for the be permitted to say that the hon. Gentle- 
disposition of the time of the House, man took the view that the material 
and I should be glad if I could get the dis- economic condition of the population 
cussion on the Indian Budget at an generally was deteriorating. I only ven- 
earlier part of the session. Ithink I have ture respectfully to say that I have 
shown that in acting as I have done I looked most carefully into the subject, 
have secured rapid acquiescence in the and I accepted evidence from any quarter 
Report of the Commission, I have got a that could be given, but I have never yet 
large appropriation from the Imperial been able to find one iota of fact to justify 
Exchequer for the benefit of Indian that view. I go so far as to say that if 
finance, and I think it is quite unreason- we as a nation and a Government cannot 
able, because I have been so successful, to. improve the material condition of India 
expect me to goin for arrears. Ifarrears it destroys the very foundation of our 
are asked for, may I ask from what right and our claim to govern that 
source they are tocome? Iaminrather country. Although India has suffered 
a proud position now with regard to terribly during the past few years from 
Indian finance. It is true we have only drought and pestilence, the sufferings 
just emerged from a most serious drought, she has had to meet have been due not 
and I am afraid there are prospects of to increased poverty, but to the dimen- 
drought for the next six months, and sions and the intensity of the drought 
this affects our revenue and increases which has occurred. A Commission, as 
our expenditure, but I believe for the the hon. Member is aware, is inquiringinto 
last financial year, the present, and the the results on the people of the drought, 
next, we shall have, notwithstanding all and if it can be brought to my notice or to 
this expenditure, a surplus in each year. the notice of the Viceroy that there is any 
But we know that in this country there evidence to show that in any particular 
will be a big deficit. Where are the district the land assessment is too high 
£5,000,000 which the hon. Member asks | or that the condition of the people is 


the Chancellor of the Exchequer to pro- deteriorating, I can assure the House 
vide to come from ? that he or I will undertake the most 


thorough investigation. 

Mr. CAINE: A graduated income There are other matters to come before 
the House, and I can only say that it is 
very unpleasant to have to oppose any 
*Lorp G. HAMILTON: I should sug- motion which is apparently made in the 
gest the tea duty. Anyhow, the hon. | interests of India. India has suffered 
Member must recollect that his proposi-| terribly during the past two or three 
2X2 Eighth Day. 


“ 


tax. 
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years, and the people of India have 
borne their sufferings and _ privations 
with a courage, resignation, and absence 
from crime which commands the highest 
admiration. They have shown, too, 
their loyalty and devotion in the most 
marked manner, and, if I may allude to 
the irreparable national calamity which , 
has recently befallen us, I feel that there | 
is no part of the Empire in which the 
death of Queen Victoria has come home | 
so much to the masses. Therefore I am 
glad that at this, the beginning of a new 
Parliament, there should be such evident 
signs that there are many Members on 
both sides of the House who are anxious 
to take an interest in Indian affairs. If 
on this oecasion [ am unable to assent 
to the proposition which has been made, 
it is not because I do not sympathise with 
the motives of the hon. Gentlemen 
supporting it, but because I have ob- 
tained on certain considerations and 
certain arguments a great concession to 
India from the Imperial Exchequer, and | 
it is quite impossible, after what has 
passed, for ne to make the demand which 
the Amendment desires. 


*Str HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.): I am sorry this question has 
been raised in this form, because the 
debate necessarily must be narrowed 
down to the one question referred to in 
the Amendment, while the House no 
doubt would desire an opportunity of 
discussing a great many of the questions 
that are involved in the Report of the 
Royal Commission in addition to that of 
the arrears, as the hon. Member for 
Camborne calls them, and which he pro- | 
poses should be paid by the British 
Exchequer to India in one lump sum. 

I am in a very awkward position to- 
night. I was the parent and the author 
of this Commission. I gave the advice to 
Her Majesty to issue the Commission, 
not, as the hon. Member for North Man- 
chester seems to think, as the result of a | 
House of Commons debate, but because as 
Secretary of State for India I was satisfied 
that the financial relations which then 
existed between the Exchequer of this 
country and the Exchequer of India were 
not upon a satisfactory basis. That 
Commission sat for I forget how many 
years, and took a vast volume of 


evidence. ‘Then it apparently collapsed, 
Lord G. Hamilton. . 
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‘and it required all the force of questions 
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and debate in this House—almost the 
threat of proceedings against the Com- 
mission for contempt of the Crown— 
before we could extract from them a 
Report. But the Report has come. 
There again I am in an awkward position 
with reference to dealing with it. That 
Report, so far as it is an exposition of the 
past financial history—and the past 
financial history means the whole system 
of Indian Government—is one of the 
most luminous, accurate, and best vol- 
umes ever issued in the shape of a 
Blue-book. If any Member of this House, 
desirous of taking an interest in Indian 
affairs, wishes to put his hand on an 
authoritative statement of what has been 
and what is the financial relationship 
between this country and India, he will 
find nothing better than what I may call 
the historical part of that Report. But 
when we come to the practical recom- 
mendations of the Commission it is a very 
different story. There are very few 
recommendations. [ am bound to say, 
with every respect to my hon. friend 
opposite, the Member for Brixton, who 
was one of the members of the Commis- 
sion, that they, I will not say shirked, 
but evaded almost every difficult question 
submitted to them. 


Mr. CAINE: Hear, hear ! 
Sr HENRY FOWLER: I am glad 


to be cheered in that statement by 
another member of the Commission. 
Looking at that Report [ am at a loss to 
know what they do recommend and 
what they really did. We could not 
have had a more humorous illustration 
of this point than the remark of my hon. 
friend opposite just now. They appa- 
rently (I say apparently because I do 
not know what was passing in their 
minds) wished—I am quite sure the 
hon. Member for Camborne wished it—to 
put the Indian expenditure, so far as the 
Home Department was concerned, under 
the immediate control of the House of 
Commons, so that it could be discussed 
on the Estimates. But the Commission, 
whether they meant it or not, gave the 
alternative of putting it on the Consoli- 
dated Fund, which is the only possible 
mode in which the House of Commons 
control could be absolutely and for ever 


evaded. 
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Sr ROBERT MOWBRAY: I con- 


curred in the recommendation on the 
ground that it should be put on the Con- 
solidated Fund only. 


*Sir HENRY FOWLER: And it will 
be found that other members of the 
Commission meant something else. This 
is not the time, but on a suitable occasion 
I should like to call attention to the facts 
which this Commission ascertained, and 
to show why—I say it with no small 
sense of responsibility and with con- 
siderable reluctance after the speech 
of the noble Lord—in the main I dissent 
from and should be very sorry to be 
bound by the conclusions of the Com- 
mission so far as the financial relation- 
ships between England and India are 
concerned. I think the findings of the 
Commission—I say it with diftidence, 
but it is my opinion, and I do not shrink 
from expressing it—are not just to India, 
and I do not consider the settlement 
proposed a satisfactory one. The noble 
Lord says he had a very pleasant in- 
terview with the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, and that the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer was not only generous 
but prompt. I am not surprised. I 
say nothing about the generosity, but I 
am quite sure he was wise to be prompt, 
for an uncommonly good bargain he 
made so far as the Treasury was con- 
cerned. At the proper time I will 
endeavour to call the attention of the 
House to some of the relationships 


between the two Exchequers which are | 


not satisfactorily dealt with by the 
Report of the Commission. 

Now, the noble Lord quoted, and justly 
so, the recommendations of the Committee 
of which he wasa member twenty-six years 
ago. I subscribe to every word of the re- 
commendations of that Committee. 
the noble Lord, commencing that section 


{25 Fepruary 1901} 


¢ 


But | 


of his speech and alluding to the many | 


inquiries which had taken place on 
Indian finance, stopped at that Com- 
mittee and did not bring his account down 
late enough. I am sure he must have 
forgotten for the moment what is called 
Lord Northbrook’s Committee, which sat 
for a great number of years endeavouring 
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Lord’s Committee, but the details 
amounted to much larger sums as 
due to India than this Commission has 
reported. 


With reference to the special question 
with which this Amendment deals—name- 
ly, what my hon. friend calls the arrears 
—the argument of the noble Lord is 
unanswerable. There are no arrears. 
You are making a settlement between 
two exchequers ; it is a settlement which 
has been in dispute for a quarter of a 
century, and on which the most dis- 
tinguished Viceroys have held opinions 
contrary to those held by the most dis- 
tinguished Chancellors of the Exchequer ; 
but the settlement when arrived at at 
the end of that period, whether it be 
right or wrong, cannot be spoken of as 
in the nature of a debt on which arrears 
can be computed and which we are called 
upon to pay. I have not concealed in 
this House my view that it would 
have been wise—not only generous, but 
wise—on principles of high policy if 
twelve months ago, when I think I first 
submitted the proposal, the House had 
made a generous advance to India 
with respect to the famine. Of course, 
a good deal has happened since then. 
I feel the force of the argument the 
noble Lord has put before us, especially 
accompanied, as it has been, by the 
statement that the finances of India are 
in a more flourishing condition now than 
then, and that there is every prospect, 
notwithstanding the famine which may 
be feared in certain districts, that the 
financial position for next year will be 
a satisfactory one. We know that the 
financial position of this country next 
year will not be a satisfactory one, 
and under these circumstances I 
appreciate the force of the objection 
which he now raises. I should cer- 
tainly not press him in that respect, 
but I wish to reserve, as I have already 
stated, my own opinion, and to express 
it at the proper time, with reference 
to what I might call the temporary 
nature of this settlement between Eng- 
land and India. I am satisfied that 
a time will come when the House of 


'Commons will consider this question in 


to solve these questions, more especially | 


in regard to Army costs. Lord North- 
brook’s Committee’s Report I think 


a much more liberal form than this 
Commission has done. 
The only other point on which I 


carried out the principles of the noble’ wish to say a word is with reference to 


Eighth Day. 
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the recommendation which has already [“‘ No.”] Hon. Members say “ No.” Will 
been mentioned—that of putting a/| they give mea case? 
sum of money upon the Estimates in| 
order to bring Indian matters under; Mr. CAINE: The sedition laws 
the review of the House of Commons. | 
I agree with what the noble Lord has| *Sir HENRY FOWLER: The question 
said, and perhaps I should go even of the Chitral Expedition was discussed, 
further. The Government of India is not in August, but within a fortnight of 
a very difficult and complex piece of | the House assembling. In the month of 
administrative and legislative machinery. | January or February there was a debate 
It was devised by great men_ fifty | of three or four nights, in which a large 
years ago. India has been well and number of Members took part, and after 
wisely governed, as I venture to which the House came toadecision. Were 
think, during the past half-century, the Cotton Duties decided in August ! 
and you cannot take a machine of | They were decided in March, as | well 
that sort to pieces bit by bit. If the remember. The Opium Duty question 
House is going to introduce new has come up several times since I have 
principles and new modes of government, | been a Member of this House. With 
to deal with Indian expenditure as, reference to the Indian Budget, I quite 
it deals with English expenditure, the agree that it ought to be brought forward 
taxpayer in the one case being totally much earlier. It cannot be brought 
different from the taxpayer in the forward before May on account of the 
other, I think the House of Commons financial dates of Indian finance. But 
will impose upon itself a duty it will last year, if I remember rightly, it was 
not be able to discharge. I think it brought forward in July—a fortnight or 
will shift responsibility from the shoulders. three weeks before the end of the session. 
upon which responsibility ought to be|I do not think that any motion which 
placed, and where it is now felt, to shoul- | could be made to accelerate the bringing 
ders which would not feel the responsi- forward of the Indian Budget at a time 
bility; and,above all, it will havetaken the which would give proper opportunity for 
first step towards making Indian ques- | discussing Indian affairs would meet 
tions of detail and of administration part with any opposition from cither side ot 
of the party politics of the House. I the House. But the mere fact that 
think the House of Commons will these questions are dealt with, not per- 
pause a long while before it impairs the haps as fully as we should wish, on the 
interests of India by taking such a step Indian Budget at the end of the session 
as that. must not be taken, either by the people of 
Having said that, I am free to say that ‘this country or by those of India, to mean 
I echo every word the noble Lord said that Indian affairs of magnitude are dis- 
with reference to the responsibility of the cussed only at that time, and that there 
English Government and of this House #720 opportunities given in all the forms 
for what I may call questions of Im-| With which this House is familiar for 
perial and Indian policy. This House has discussing questions of Indian policy. 
never been without an opportunity very much regret that -we have 
under the present system of dealing not had an opportunity of fully dis- 
with these questions, when they have cussing this Report, but I venture very 
arisen, far more effectively and far more Tespectfully to submit to the noble 
conclusively than it would have been | Lord that this is not a settlement which 
bya reduction of £10, £20, or £100 being | C2 be finally accepted a disposing ot 
moved on the Secretary of State’s salary. Questions, some of which have been 
There is not a single question of Indian | raised by the mover of the Amendment, 
policy raising matters of vital im-| 22d some of which have not been touched 
portance to the Government of India| Upon at all to-night, which affect the 
. - finance of India as well as the finance ot 
which this House has not had an oppor- E : " . 
: : . England, and | hope that on some future 
tunity, certainly during all the years, occasion England, and India also, will be 
I have been a Member of Parliament, of | in a position to approach this matter 


fully discussing and finally deciding. again, perhaps with better light than 


Sir Henry Fowler. 
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this Commission has had, and that,|country and the House of Commons 
while availing ourselves of the vast! will arrive at a different conclusion than 
volume of very valuable evidence which that at which the Royal Commission 


the King’s Speech, 














they have collected, and 


admirable exposition they have given of | 
nevertheless we | 


the Indian position, 


shall approach it with 


and I think in the iong run both this: 204, 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E. | 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) | 
Allen, Chas. P. (Gloue., Stroud | 
Ambrose, Robert 
Barry, E. (Cork, S ) 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Boland, John 
Boyle, James 
jurke, E. Haviland- 
Burt, be agers 
Caldwell, « James 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S. ) 
Carvill,Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cogan, Denis J. 
Condon, Thomas J. 
Crean, Eugene 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 
Daly, James 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 
Dillon, John 
Donelan, C aptain A. 
Doogan, P. C 
Datty, William J. 
Duncan, James H. 
Evans, — T. 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwic k, Charles 
Ffrench, Peter 
Field, William 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (DerbyCo. ) 
Gilhooly, James 
Goddard. Daniel Ford 
Gurdon,SirWilliam Brampton | 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Alihusen, Augustus H. Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. “George 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkw right, John Stanhope 
Arnold- ‘Forster, Hugh 0. 
Arrol, Sir W: illiam 

Ashmead- Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John | 
Austin, Sir John 
Baily, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert | 
Balfour, Rt.Hn.A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W (Leeds | 
Balfour, Maj. K.R.(Christeh’ch | 
Banbury, F edeialk George 


Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 


| M‘Crae, George 


of the very has arrived. 


fresh light, 


AYES. 


Hzmmond, John 

Hardie,.J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil | 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. Chas. H.Seale- | 
| Helme, Norval Watson 


Holland, William Henry 
Humphreys- Owen, Arthur C. 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson FE. 
Leamy, Edmund 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lundon, Ww. 
MacDonnell, Dr. 
Macnamara, Dr. 
M‘Cann, James 


Mark A. 
Thomas J. 


M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
Minch, Matthew 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, J. 

Namheiti, Joseph P. 
Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan,Col.JohnP. (Galway,N. | 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) | 
O’BrienKendal(Tipperary Mid 
OU’ Brien Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | 
O’ Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
” Doherty, William | 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) | 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


NOES. 


Bartley, George C. T. 

Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM.H. (Bristol 
Bell, R 7 

Bignold, A A. 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Col. Henry 
Roseawen, Arthur Criffith- 


| Bowles,Capt. H. F.(Middlesex) 


Bowles, T.Gibson(King’s Lynn 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Bull, William James 


a Sir Harry 


Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 

Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshre 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


| Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 112 ; 
(Division List No. 9). 


; Noes, 


O’Dowd, John 
UO’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
| O'Kelly, Jas.(Roscommon,N.) 
O'Malley, William 
O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 
Pirie, Dunean V. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Reddy, M. 
edmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Roche, John 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
Samuel, 8. M.( Whitechapel) 
Seott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Sullivan, Donal 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, D. Alfred(Merthyr) 
Tully, Jasper 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick( Meath, North) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Caine and Mr. Schwann. 


Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J. (Birm 
Chamberlain,J.Austen( Wore’r 
Chapman, F Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 

( ‘olomb, Sir John C. Ready 
Cook, Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dickson, Charles Scott 


Eighth Day. 
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Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John kK. D. Wingtield- 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald,SirRobert Penrose- 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Heary 

Flower, Ernest 

Foster, SirMichael( Lond. Univ 
Garfit, William 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H.(Cy.of Lond. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Gordon, Hn. J. E(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 5.) 
Gordon, MajEvans (T’rHmlets 
Gore, Hon. F. 8. Ormsby- 
Gorst,Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirEW(B’rySEdm’nds 
Groves, James Gimble 

Guest, Hon. [vor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn.LdG. Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marq. of (L’ndond’y 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Rubert W. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, ’. Leverton (Tynemo’h 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanl’y 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 

Hoare, Edw. ppt 
Hogg, Linda 

Hope,J. F. (Sheffield, Brightsi’e 
Hoult, igh 

Hozier, Hon. James Henry C, 
Johnstone, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T (Denbigh 
Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 


Main Question again proposed. 
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Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lawrence, William F. 

Lecky, Rt. Hon. Wm, Edw. 
Lee,CaptA H.( Hants, F meen 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 

Leveson Gower, rederickN.S 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.Charles W( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, ReginaldJ( Portsmouth 
Maedona, John Cumming 
Malcolm, Ian 

Martin, Richard Bidduph 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumtriessh 
Melville,Beresford Valentine 
Milner, Rt. Hon. Sir Fredk. G. 
Milton, Viscount 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. a 


Morrell, George Herbert 


Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHnAGraham (Bute 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pemberton, John 8S. G. 
Perey, Earl 

P ilkington, Richard 

Platt- Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, “W alter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt-Col Edward 
Purvis, Robert 


‘these people. 
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Pym, C. Guy 
Rasch, Major F. Carne 

tatelitte, KR. F. 

Reid, Jaines (Greenock) 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, Hn. M.W. (Staly bridge 

titchie, Rt. Hon. ~% x. 
Rolleston, Sir John F. 
Ropner, Colonel ees 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W alter 
Royds, C 3 ment Molyneux 

tussell, 

Sandys, fia: -Col. T. Myles 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, H.C(Nrthmb. Tyneside 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stock, James Henry 
Stroyan, John 
Sturt, Hon Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemarche, Henry James 
Tomlinson, William Edw. M. 
Tufnell, Col Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, ColSirC. E. H(Sheftild 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warner, ThomasCourtenay T. 
Wason,JohnCatheart(Orkney 
Webb, Col. William George 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wills, Sir Fredrick 
Wilson, A. S. (York, E. R.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wylie, Alex: under 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, Commander (Berks, E.) 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 

Sir William Walrond and 

Mr. Anstruther. 


[Ministerial laughter.] I 


CoNDUCT OF THE SoutH AFRICAN WAR. 
*Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): 


speech which he delivered on Monday 
night, which was characterised by a 

almost ferocious bitterness, hurled across 
the floor of this House the epithet “ Pro- | 
Boer” as a term of reproach to hon. | 
Members sitting on this side of the House. 
So far as I am concerned, and the other 


Members who sit on these benches, the | 


Secretary for the Colonies is welcome to | 
call us pro-Boers. [Ministerial cries of | 
“So you are.”| I am a_ pro-Boer, | 
because during the last two years I have | 
made a careful study of the history of | 


The Secre- | 
tary of State for the Colonies, in the | 


do not suppose that hon. Members oppo- 
site who laugh have taken the slightest 
interest in that history, and yet it is one 
of the most interesting that they could 
find. I am convinced from the study 
n/that they have been deeply wronged 
for many generations by the Govern- 
‘ment of England, that they are now 
fighting for freedom against enormous 
‘odds, and that they are two small 
| States fighting for their national 
existence against the cruel and un- 
provoked aggression of an Empire which 
is too large already to be wholesome. 
We Irish Members, and the Irish people 
'for whom we speak, deeply. sympathise 
| with these two small States, who are 
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fighting the most glorious and gallant | details before the House. I want to know 


fight which modern history has any 
record of, and we think it is a magnificent 
thing in these modern days that there 
exist men who are willing to risk every- 
thing and lose all for an ideal, and for 
liberty. For these reasons we are not 
ashamed to be called pro-Boers. 

The other night the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies threw a challenge across 
the floor of this House, and I am glad 
that, speaking for the Irish party on 
this occasion, | am able to say that there 
is a party in this House who are not 
afraid to bring this matter to an issue. 
The Amendment which I propose to 
submit to the judgment of this House 
atirms two propositions: (1) That the 
breaches of the usages of war by the 
British, which have been going on for 
many months in South Africa, should be 
immediately put a stop to; and (2) that 
steps should be taken immediately to put 
an end to this miserable and scandalous 
war. I will take up first of all the ques- 
tion of breach of the usages of war. Hon. 
Members of this House listened the other 
night to one of the most powerful indict- 
ments I ever heard made in this House 
trom the hon. Member for Carnarvon 
Boroughs. In the course of his speech 
he brought forward abundant evidence 
of farm burning in South Africa, which 
showed distinctly two things, that the 
farms were burnt in many instances 
without justification—if the excuse which 
had been alleged could be called justifi- 
cation—and that this abominable prac- 
tice had been carried out in the teeth of 
modern usages of war upon a large and 
widespread scale. [listened with interest 
tothe reply which was made to that in- 
dictment by the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies. What was the course adopted 
by the Colonial Secretary ? Why he 
gave the go-by absolutely to this indict- 
ment, and he said that this question 
ot the breach of the usages of war and 
the burning of farms in South Africa was 
a matter for the War Office, and was not 
in his Department. But that was not the 
course adopted by the right hon. Gentle- 
man on the 7th of December last, when 
he went into the matter fully, and made 
certain statements in reference to the 
burning of farms. Then he stated that 
he had telegraphed to Lord Kitchener 
lor full details, and he promised us that 
he would soon be able to lay the full 


| without shelter. 


why, on the present occasion, the Secre- 
tary for the Colonies has not one word 
to say in answer to that indictment, and 
why he now finds that it is a matter for 
the War Office when in December last 
he dealt fully with the case himself ? 
Before I pass from that particular point. 
[ wish to draw the attention of the House 
to the fact that when we come to the 
speech of the Secretary of State for 


War, he had practically nothing to 
say about the burning of farms, 
‘and those terrible facts which were 


announced to the House in the speech 
of the hon. Member for Carnarvon 
Boroughs remain to this hour un- 
answered. I am glad that an oppor- 
tunity has now been afforded me ot 
reinforcing what has been said by the 
hon. Member for Carnarvon Boroughs, 
and I ask the Government for an answer 
to that indictment, which I] think we 
are absolutely entitled todemand. What 
was the position taken up by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies in December last ? He 
justified the policy of the burning ot 
farms on the ground that the war had 
entered upon a guerilla stage, and inas- 
much as this atrocious policy of de- 
vastating the country and burning 


the farms of non-combatants has 
been justified from the beginning 


upon this one plea and this one plea 
alone—namely, that the war had passed 
into a guerilla stage—I feel bound to 
examine that point for a few moments. 
For my own part, even if it was true 
that the war had passed into the guerilla 
stage. | would not admit that that was 
any justification for the burning of 
farms and the turning out of women 
and children homeless upon the veldt 
But is there any truth 


I deny it. And I 


in this allegation ? 


say that when it was first alleged by 
Lord Roberts in the month of December 





last it was a grotesque and absurd mis- 
representation. 1 will quote to the 
House a few of the statements upon 
which this popular impression of the 
war being a guerilla warfare was based. 
[ will quote first of all an extract from 
a speech made by General Sir Redvers 
Buller on his return to England in the 
month of October last. He said— 

‘“‘ Nearly the whole of the people we know 
as Boers have either surrendered or are pri- 


Eighth Day. 
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soners, or are doing their best to surrender. 
The people left in the field are either mercen- 
aries or bandits. 
arms are endeavouring to gain profit by re- 
maining in arms, and are not in any sense 
fighting for their country.” 


{COMMONS} 


Those men remaining in | 


If that statement were true, what | 
has been the justification of the! 
burning of Boer farms from that 


day to this? According to Sir Redvers 
Buller, nearly the whole Boer army were 
in English prisons or doing their best 
to surrender, and in order to punish 
these few banditti and mercenaries you 
have been devastating the country 
and burning the farms of the Boers. 
One of the earliest statements which 
was made in regard to this change which 
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exception of the burgher forces under my 
command, no other Boer forces should be in 
existence, I most strongly deny this, since our 
armed forces are still disposed and directed in 
the same manner as in the beginning of the 
war, and in accordance with the country’s 
laws. Commandos should be in the 
field everywhere, and it naturally follows that 
now, as during the war, what is incumbent upon 
us must be done by small forces. Moreover, 
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| we have been compelled to still further scatter 


was supposed to have come over the) 


character of the war was made by Lord 
Roberts himself, and I will ask once 
more: why was the correspondence be- 
tween Lord Roberts and General Botha 
—which took place in the month of Sep- 
tember last and which forms one of the 
most important documents in connection 
with this war—suppressed and withheld 
from the country, so that, but for the 
enterprise of the Manchester Guardian, 
we should never have seen at all?) And 
yet this despatch was one of the most 
important that was issued 
Roberts. Writing on the 2nd September, 
1900, to General Botha, Lord Roberts 
makes use of the following words— 


by Lord | 


“T feel that when the war has once entered | 


-on the stage of guerilla or irregular fighting I 
shall be neglecting my duty, besides the 
national interests, if I continue to allow the 
families of those who fought and are still 
fighting against us to live in the towns which 
are guarded by our forces. This is no longer 
a question of commissariat, but rather a 
matter of policy in order to guard ourselves 
against the conveying of military information 
to our enemies.” 

a ° . 

That is about the first we heard of the 
war having entered upon a_ guerilla 
stage. In that letter to General Botha 
Lord Roberts said that he could not 
allow the women and children to live in 


; and counter-march at his order. 


the British camps, and now the women. 


have been seized upon and dragged into 
British camps. Here is the answer of 
General Botha, and all the information 
that has reached us since the writing of 
that letter through English 


| our commandos in order to be able to cheek 


the looting patrols under your Excellency’s 
chief commana, who scour the country to carry 
off cattle and provisions irom the different 
farms.” 

As Botha said, he was compelled to scatter 


' still further his commandos in order, if 


possible, that it should be used to capture 
these bands, which it did on many ocea- 
sions. Let me reinforce my view of the 
case, and the view put forward by the 
generalissimo of the Boer forces, from a 
very important British source. We were 
given to suppose at a very early stage ot 
these debates that Reuters messages, 
censored though they were, were not 
to be quoted as an authority. We had, 
however, a high example to the contrary 
given by the Secretary of State for War, 
who, the other night, quoted without 
stating its source a very defamatory 
statement in this House on the authority 
of Reuter. I have here a very important 
Reuter message censored by the military 
censor, and sent three months after Lord 
Roberts’s statement. It appeared in 
The Times on 24th December, and says— 

“It appears to be a prevalent idea that the 
Boer forces in the Orange River Colony now 
fighting against us are a number of marauding 
bands wandering about without aim or object 
except that of doing as much harm as possible 
with the smallest possible risk to themselves. 
Nothing could be more wide of the mark. De 
Wet has every single commando under his 


supervision. All his patrols and columns march 
The forces 


under his command have been reduced _ by his 
strength of will toa properly organised army 
moving at his word.” 

That is the opinion of an English corre- 
spondent given three months after Lord 
Roberts’s statement. Let me _ direct 
attention to a still more important piece 
of evidence. There appeared in The 
Times on the 15th January a letter from 


Bloemfontein, signed “A Camp Fol- 
lower.” It was printed in large type, 


sources | 


proves that in this dispute General | 


Botha told the truth and that Lord | 


Roberts’s statement was utterly inaccu- | 
_asks what has been the cause of the 
‘ misfortunes. 


rate. He says— 


‘As regards your contention that, with the 


Mr. Dillon. 


and everyone who knows the methods of 
The Times knows that that is the way in 
which it conveys that its correspondent is 
a man of weight and high standing. He 
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“Nothing else [he replies], in my humble 
opinion, than the consequences of the absurd 
description which has now been applied to the 
war as guerilla warfare. I have been in the 
field taking part in the recent operations, but 
for the life of me I cannot see in what respects 
the Boers could be described as carrying on a 
guerilla warfare. De Wet has been marching 
up and down the country with a strong force 
ot between 2,500 and 3,000 men. Three other 
forces commanded by Haasbrock, Hertzog, 
and Prinsloo were under his command and 
made demonstrations or actual attacks when- 
ever De Wet deemed it necessary for the 
safety of his own force.” 


That is the opinion of a man whom The 
Times considers to be a man of weight 
and authority. Now I come to Lord 
Kitchener’s own opinion, which is the 


most important piece of evidence sub- | 


mitted to the House as to the conse- 
quences of this attempt to mislead public 
opinion by describing the present and 
late phases of the war as guerilla warfare. 
A document was published in The Times 
on the 20th February, which I delibe- 
rately assert from internal evidence was 
inspired by Lord Kitchener himself. It 
is stated to be from the correspondent 
of The Times at Pretoria, and is dated 
2ist January. I will leave it to hon. 
Gentlemen to say whether it does not 
contain plain proof of having been in- 
spired by Lord Kitchener. Here is the 
description Lord Kitchener gives of his 
army as left to him by Lord Roberts— 

“When Lord Kitchener took over the com- 
mand, he and those generals who were associ- 
ated with him had to face a condition of 
affairs closely resembling that which met Lord 
Roberts on his arrival in South Africa twelve 
months ago. In the natural course of events 
a certain amount of disorganisation had set in. 
Troops had become loosely distributed all over 
the two colonies. Brigades which should have 
been able to operate in conjunction had lost 
touch with each other. On our lines of com- 
munication there were points where bunches 
of horse, foot, and artillery had been collected, 
while other and equally-important points were 
inadequately guarded and open to sudden 
attack at any moment. Positions which 
might prove of considerable strategic value 
were totally unoccupied, and entire battalions 
had become isolated in other positions in such 
a manner as to be rendered practically use- 
less.” 
I say that that was Lord Kitchener’s 
revenge for Paardeberg, and if this 
description is true then Lord Roberts, 
instead of being Commander-in-Chief, 
ought to be degraded. 

CotoneL LOCKWOOD: May I ask 
it the hon. Member will state to the 
House if he knows of his own knowledge 
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|that that letter was inspired by Lord 
Kitchener ? 


*Mr. DILLON: The letter was pub- 
lished as from The Times correspondent 
in Pretoria, and every hon. Member 
knows that no such account could leave 
Pretoria without Lord Kitchener’s con- 
sent. 


Mr. PYM (Bedford): May I ask the 
hon. Member if there is not an addendum 
to that account, which states that the 
condition of our troops in South Africa 
was the natural result of previous opera- 
tions ? 

*Mr. DILLON: That is perfectly true, 
and that only makes it more plain to me 
that the censor had his eye over it. The 
letter winds up by saying that nobody 
imagines that it was the fault of Lord 
Roberts ; but will any military man get 
up in this House and say where British 
troops are exposed in positions helpless 
and isolated and perfectly open to attack, 
and where bunches of artillery and 
cavalry are collected in places where they 
are not required, that it is any justifica- 
tion to state that it was not the fault of 
the Commander-in-Chief? What is the 
Commander-in-Chief for? The whole 
purpose of this article is to explain the 
ground on which Lord Kitchener had to 
take three months to remove the conse- 
quences of Lord Roberts’s disorgani- 
sation before he could take the field. I 
do not wish to dwell longer on this point, 
but I think I have made out my case, and 
that is that the allegation of guerilla war- 
fare which was put forward as a justi- 
fication for the crimes and outrages 
against the usages of war, which have 
been perpetrated in the Transvaal, was 
a fictitious and absurd justification. 
There has been no guerilla warfare. 
There has been legitimate warfare, and 
the only element of guerilla warfare is 
that you are ten to one, and, being 
ashamed of not being able to conquer the 
Boers before now, you have invented the 
term in order to justify your extraordi- 
nary position. 

Now let me come to the burning of 
farms. As I have already pointed out, 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
avoided the subject. We have not the 
statistics which were promised, and we 
have no particulars. In December last, 

however, the Secretary of State for the 


Eighth Day. 
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Colonies made two important statements. 
In the first place hestated that the burn- 
ing of the Boer farms did not matter 
because they, were like labourers’ cottages 
in this country. I have been myself in a 
small house built by a farmer in Western 
America for two or three years. It did 
not cost as much to build as the house 
in which the right hon. Gentleman lives 
at Highbury. I think it cost only about 
£200, but so far as sentiment and the 
feeling of the inhabitants of that house 
were concerned, it would create a more 
bitter feeling if it were burned down 
than if the house of the right hon. Gentle- 
man or the houses of hon. Gentlemen 
opposite were burned. But is there any 
truth in the statement of the right hon. 
Gentleman? Only the other day the 
junior Member for Oldham described 
the Boers as half squire and half farmer. 
That is true. They are landowners, and 
are not like labourers in this country, 
and | think it is a brutal and unfortunate 
remark to talk about the comparative 
cheapness of labourers’ cottages. All 
the evidence before us goes to show that 
the houses of the Boers, particularly in 
the Free States, were especially fine and 
well furnished. Did we not read in the 
descriptions, so harrowing to the feelings 
of many hon. Members, of pianos and 
pictures and comfortable furniture being 
burned? [A laugh.] An hon. Member 
opposite laughs, but it is true, and I do 
not think the subject one suitable for 
laughter. I do not think I ever read 
anything more painful—and I would like 
to believe it was also painful to many 
hon. Members opposite—than the de- 
tailed descriptions which filled the 
columns of the newspapers of furniture 
being dragged out of houses and burned 
before the eyes of unfortunate women 
and children. I have already quoted the 
testimony of the junior Member for 
Oldham. Here is a quotation from the 
Cape correspondent of the Manchester 


Guardian. [Several Hon. MEMBERS 
laughed.] I have yet to learn that the 
Manchester Guardian is such a very 


contemptible newspaper. It is as respec- 
table a newspaper as any in England. 
The Cape Town correspondent says— 
“T can say from my own knowledge, as one 
brought up ina farming district in England, 
that the Boer farms are larger and better fur- 
nished than the average farmhouse in England. 
I have in my mind a ~— in the Rouxville 
district where, during the 1880 war, the Dutch 


Mr. Dillon. 
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settlers continued to the British settlers the 
free loan of the only church in the district 
—the Dutch church—a farmhouse with ten 
| rooms, tennis court, terraced garden, orchard, 
|imported pheasants, 500 head of horned 
| cattle, and so forth. The farmer is of German 
| descent. He and his childrenspeak—or spoke 
—English at least asmuchas Dutch. To-day 
the place is a waste. A message was received 
| from the farmer the other day—he is with 
| De Wet: ‘They will not take mealive. I 
| hope to God that not even my bones will rest 
| under the Union Jack.’ ” 

I belong to a race which suffered some- 
what similar treatment a hundred years 
ago, and I can assure you you are very 
much mistaken if you imagine that the 
memory of these things will die out. 
They will not die out, for the children 
| of the Dutch and their children’s children 
will remember them. The Secretary of 
State for the Colonies made another very 
remarkable statement, which I feel 
bound to examine somewhat critically. 
On the 7th December, when pressed 
upon this question of farm-burning, he 
said— 

“ We understood this ere came [alluding 

to Lord Roberts's proclamation about farm 
burning] to mean that he would require 
evidence of some complicity on the part of the 
persons whose farm houses were destroyed. [ 
am not saying that the words were exactly to 
that effect. I am saying that we understood, 
and we enquired the other day when the 
matter assumed greater importance, and we 
have a reply from Lord Kitchener, who has 
now taken the place of Lord Roberts, that we 
are perfectly right in the assumption.” 
I venture to submit that that is an abso- 
lutely incorrect statement, and it is very 
important that we should be clear upon 
this matter. I am not going to charge 
any Member of this House with making 
a statement which he does not believe to 
be true. But what I say is that the 
right hon. Gentleman has been furnished 
with incorrect information on _ this 
matter. Now let me show how the 
House has been misled on this particular 
point. Let me draw attention to the 
language used by the Financial Secretary 
|to the War Office, who, when pressed 
the other night, said— 

“Hon. Members had rather taken it that 


the King’s Speech, 














those farm-burnings were done without 
| authority by irresponsible persons. [Cries ot 
“No, no” and “Proclamation” from the 


Opposition.] If he remembered right, Lord 
Roberts, in his proclamation, did not say that 
when the railway was broken farms within ten 
miles should be burned, but that they should 
be liable to be burned. [Laughter frem 
Opposition benches.] For some time after- 
wards no farm was burned. After that farms 
were, by Lord Roberts’s special orders, under 
certain conditions, burned.” 
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Now let us read Lord Roberts's procla-; Lord Advocate now says that complicity 
mation. First the Secretary of State) must be proved. Nothing of the kind. 
for the Colonies states that farm-burning | The absolute proof of the falsity of that 
was conditional on complicity being | statement is shown by the words in the 





shown, whereas the Financial Secretary | 
to the War Office declares that Lord | 
Roberts did not use words to the effect | 
that farms should be burnt. Procla-| 
mation No. 5 says— 

“ Whereas small bodies of raiders have re- 
cently been doing wanton damage in the 
Orange River Colony—— ”’ 

{An Hon. MemBer: Wanton damage.] | 
Perfectly proper acts of war. Will any | 
hon. Member to-night deny that?) 
Wanton damage means damage without | 
an object, but the Boers were destroying 
the railway for the purpose of inter- 
fering with Lord Roberts’s communica- | 
tions. But that is not the point I wish | 
to call attention to. Listen to these! 
words, as showing that the proclamation | 
could not be misunderstood— 
‘‘and whereas such damage cannot be done 
without the knowledge and connivance of the 
neighbouring inhabitants, I hereby warn said | 
inhabitants, and also civil residents, that | 
whenever public property is destroyed or in- 
jured in the manner specified above, they | 
will be held responsible, the houses in the | 
vicinity of the place where the damage is done 
will be burned, and the civil residents will be | 
made prisoners of war.” | 
Now I should like to know what the) 
noble Lord has got to say to that. It | 
is only two nights since he denied 
Lord Roberts used these words, and he| 
based on that denial a defence of the | 
policy of the Government, and the, 
inference that the burning of farms | 
was necessary. 
*THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. 
GraHaAM Murray, Buteshire): As my) 
noble friend is not here, may I state that | 
what he said was that complicity had | 
been proved by the nearness of the farms | 
to the scene of the damage. | 


*Mr. DILLON : I am glad to have that | 
defence of the Government. In the first | 
place, the noble Lord did not say that. | 
What he said was, according to the official | 
Report— | 

“Tf I remember right, Lord Roberts in his | 
proclamation did not say that where the rail- | 
way was broken farms within ten miles should | 
be burned, but that they would be liable to be | 
burned.” 


| Office stated either. 


proclamation— 

“ And whereas such damage cannot be done 
without the knowledge and connivance of the 
neighbouring inhabitants.” 


| Where is the proof of connivance? I put 


it to the House of Commons, is that fair 
play? You first of all lay down in a 


proclamation that wherever damage is 


done, all the inhabitants in the neigh- 
bourhood must be held responsible ; and 
then you come forward in the House of 
Commons and say, “* No, we did not burn 
the farms unless the inhabitants were 
proved to be responsible.’ That is de- 
ceiving the House of Commons, and 
I am content to leave the matter there. 
I now come to the next proclamation, 
No. 6, dated 16th June, 1900, and it sets 


forth what has been stated in previous 


proclamations even more categorically—- 

‘No. 1.—The principal residents of the towns 

and districts will be held responsible jointly 
and severally for the amount of damage done 
in their district, and all receipts for goods re- 
quisitioned on behalf of the military authorities 
will be cancelled, and no payment will be 
made in respect thereof.” 
I say that is robbery, and a breach of 
the good faith of this country. There is 
no qualification in that proclamation. 
The man whose goods and chattels may 
have been requisitioned may have been 
a prisoner of war, and may have been 
deported, and yet because the railway 
was broken in the neighbourhood of his 
farm all receipts for goods taken perhaps 
months before are to be cancelled— 

‘* The houses and farms [continues the pro- 
clamation] in the vicinity of the place where 
the damage is done will be destroyed and the 
residents of the district dealt with under 
martial law.” 

[An Hon. MemBer: Hear, hear!] Some 
hon. Members cheer that, but my point 
is that that is not what the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies stated to the House 
of Commons, and not what the noble 
Lord the Financial Secretary to the War 
So much for these 
excuses and justifications put forward 
for the burning of farms. ‘This is really 
a very serious matter. The burning of 


| farms has been carried out on an enor- 





I have proved that Lord Roberts said| mous scale, and no attempt has been 
nothing of the kind, but that the farms| made by any speaker on behalf of the 
“will be” burned, just as we stated in| Government to justify it, nor have any 
course of debate in this House. The) details been given as to this policy. 
Eighth Day. 
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Although the hon. Member for Carnar- | 
von Boroughs submitted to the House a | 


very horrible series of cases in connection 
with the burning of farms, and although 
the matter has been treated with con- 
tempt, yet I feel bound to bring forward 
further evidence to show two things— 
firstly, the wide extent of this devasta- 
tion, and, secondly, the fact, which I 
maintain to be incontrovertible, that 
these farms were burned not because of 
any active treachery or hostility from 
the houses or their inhabitants, but for 
the purpose of devastating the country 
and making it uninhabitable. Some 
hon. Members opposite appear to admit 
that policy, but I appeal with confidence 
even to the public opinion of this country, 
but with more confidence to the public 
opinion of America and Europe, on the 
subject. Is that policy one on which 
the Government of this country is pre- 
pared to stand. Why, that was the 
policy which was pursued by Louis XIV. 
in the Palatinate, which has been exe- 
crated by mankind for two centuries. It 
was justified by the French generals of 
that day on the ground that it was 
necessary, in order to bring the war to a 
termination, to make the country unin- 
habitable to the enemy. I must give a 
few cases. The first witness I will call is 
the special correspondent of the Globe 
newspaper, not a very pro-Boer organ, 
certainly. Earl de la Warr, writing tothe 
Globe newspaper from the Modder River, 
says— 

“Tt is certainly worthy of remark that the 

Boers, who are not supposed to have any 
discipline at all, have in this part of the country 
(Cape Colony and Free State) apparently 
behaved with exemplary consideration for the 
rights of private property. It is not too much 
to say that there was more indiscriminate 
looting done after the Modder River fight in a 
few days by the british than was done by the 
Boers in the whole six weeks before the 
fight.” 
Now I will take the evidence. of a Mel- 
bourne newspaper. We are accustomed 
now to swallow everything that comes 
from the colonies—everything is gospel 
and ought to be believed. This is an 
interview which a correspondent had 
with Australian troopes who had _ re- 
turned home. He writes— 


“The men all speak in the utmost disgust of 
the heartrending work of burning farmhouses 
and turning women and children out to sleep 
on the open veldt. They say, however, that the 
British troops throughout treated the enemy 
with humanity and consideration——” 


Mr. Dillon. 
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[Hon. Mempers: Hear, hear !] Yes, but you 
must accept the whole of the statement— 


“ though, of course, there were some individual 
instances of horrible er and_ brutality. 
On the other hand they found the Boers very 
courageous and manly. Of all the men fight- 
ing on the side of the British the Australians 
give the palm to Strathcona’s Horse, the 
Canadian regiment, for all-round ‘ toughness ’ 
and __pitilessness. During the fighting 
Strathcona’s Horse, they allege, never gave 
quarter unless the presence of an officer com- 
pelled them to.” 

Now I take the evidence of an Irish 
priest from Australia, who was attached 
to the New South Wales Company of 
Bushmen. His letter, which was signed 
with his name, was published in a Sydney 
paper. He writes— 

“Then began the most diabolical work I have 
yet witnessea. Every home in the valley, pro- 
bably twenty in all, was burned to the ground. 
Women and children stood in groups, the chil- 
dren rending the air with their cries. They 
were allowed to move their furniture before 
the match was put to the building. The 
women wereadmirable. Not a tear bedimmed 
their eyes. They stood there defiant, neatly 
dressed in black with snow white aprons and 
bonnets. It wasonly when I said a few symn- 
pathetic words to one woman that she melted 
into tears. ‘You,’ she said, ‘do not approve 
of this ?’ ‘T loathe it,’ was my reply. ‘lam,’ she 
said, ‘a British subject from the Protectorate. 
We rented this farm from an Englishman 
to whom it belongs. We have nothing in the 
world but these crops which your horses have 
destroyed and —God help us. Will you,’ 
she said, ‘try to save my house from the fire. 
‘TI shall do so at once, [ answered, and I kept 
my promise, but my pleading was of no avail. 
I told the heroic woman that | had tried to save 
the house. ‘ Will you shake hands with me? 
was her reply. I did so right heartily, and she 
called me aside tc show me the relics of a new 
white apron. ‘It was from this,’ she said, ‘1 
tore the bandages for one of your wounded men 
(Beaumont). I carried him in my arms from the 
field and bandaged his arm. He lay on my 
bed until the blankets were sodden in blood. 
And this,’ she said, ‘is my reward. ’” 
Sergeant W. Payne, writing home to 
Trowbridge, says— 

“We are purely ignorant in South Africa 

except what we do ourselves, and that is we 
are burning all the farms down within a radius 
of eight miles.” 
Now I will take the evidence of two Irish 
soldiers to which I attach special im- 
portance, because the men give their 
names, are well known in their own 
neighbourhoods, and the letters were 
written to their relatives, and were ob- 
viously not intended for publication. 
The first is from the son of the Rev. 
W. Cripps Ledger, who was a corporal in 
He says— 

“We found most of the houses deserted by 
the men and only the women and children 
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could be seen. 
whereabouts of the men, we are nearly always 
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On inquiry of those as to the | 


told that they have been killed in action or | 


taken prisoners. This is in some cases true, 
but in most instances the men are out in the 
hills with their mausers watching us. Most 
of the houses were burned to the ground by 
us and the women and children takea along 
with the column. At other places only saddles, 


| what need 


carts, wagons, ete., were destroyed, as was | 
all forage and grain which we could not take | 


or use. Sheep, cattle, and horses were all 
taken along too.” 


| attach great importance to this letter, 
because it proves that these houses were 
burned down not because of acts of war 
committed from them, but as a part of 
a deliberate wholesale policy of devas- 
tating the country. Here is the other 
case. James Cook, who is now in the 
Constabulary in South Africa, writes 
home to his father, the clerk of the petty 
sessions at Newtown Butler—[Hon. Mem- 
Bers: Hear, hear!|—who is known to 
some of my hon. friends. He says— 


“Most of my time was employed in burning 
Boer farmhouses and forage and commandeer- 
ing cattle, sheep, ete., around Potchefstroom 
and Frederickstad. We live chiefly on 
mutton and poultry, and whatever we need in 
the way of vegetables, brown bread, etc., we 
got from the Boer women in exchange for 
meat. So you see I have been having a rare 
time of it. The most disagreeable part of our 
work was the turning of Boer families out of 
their homes. Policemen are well paid, and it is 
a fine chance for anyone to see a bit of South 
African life. When [ consider the pay and 
the grub, [ got to pity poor Tommy, who 
generally has the hard work to do for Is. 3d. 
a day and bully beef and hard biscuits.” 


[ am rather inclined to pity poor Tommy, 
too, who only gets 1s. 3d. per day instead 
of 5s. I do not see how the Government 
are going to get over this evidence. I 
could go on for hours. This is a case to 
be made out by evidence, and if I did 
not give evidence it would be said that 
I was simply making wild statements. 
What I want to prove is, that the state- 
ments in connection with farm burning, 
given by the Government as a defence 
of what has been done, are not true 
statements and entirely misrepresent 
the facts. If I wanted final proof that, 
up to a very recent period at all events, 
farms were burned as part of a policy of 
wholesale devastation I need only turn 
to The Times of the 4th January, which 
contains a telegram from Pretoria giving 
an account of a meeting of burghers 
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made his proposals for peace, and at the 
end of that telegram it is stated— 

“‘Orders have been issued forbidding the 
burning of farms unless to punish the wrongful 
acts of the actual inhabitants.” 


If that had been the policy all along, 
ras there to issue these orders? 
Out of their own mouths they stand con- 
demned. I have got details of other 
cases which I do not now propose to go 
into, but if this matter is debated again 
I shall be prepared to go through the 
whole of them. I will mention only one 
other case as an instance of the atrocities 
which have been perpetrated. A mem- 
ber of the Royal Scotch Fusiliers, describ- 
ing the actions of General Barton, writes— 


“We took over £6,000 worth of stuff from 

Botha’s farm—-cattle, grain, forage, wagons, 
ete.” 
That is a sample of the way you treat 
a gallant enemy. A correspondent of 
the St. James's Gazette—and certainly 
no one will accuse the St. James's Gazette 
of being a pro-Boer organ—writes, under 
date 14th September, 1900— 


“The general told me that he had received 
orders to ‘sweep’ the country and a view 
of his following soon made it obvious that he- 
had not failed to carry out his orders. All 
farms on the line of march were cleared of 
horses, cattle, sheep, wagons, carts, etc., the 
forage being burnt and the owners bidden to 
join the ranks of the prisoners, of whom there 
were already a goodly number. In several 
cases I ventured humbly to point out that 
many of these men, in fact most of them, had 
been paroled and allowed to return to their 
farms and had received a protection certificate 
from the District Court. Some of them 
were Britishers who rather than take up 
arms against their country had _ sacrificed 
all and had taken refuge in Basutoland. My 
pleas were of no avail. All who had once been 
on commando, and in spite of having been 
paroled, were retaken prisoners.  Britishers 
were allowed to go at liberty, but their live- 
stock were taken and their stacks burnt.” 


| That appears to me to be an overwhelm- 


ing case as showing that this policy of 
farm burning in the Transvaal was a 
policy, as indeed was admitted in some 
of the proclamations of the generals, of 
devastating the country in order to 
make it uninhabitable for the enemy. 
[An Hon. Memper: Hear, hear.] If 


‘that is admitted, then my whole case is 


addressed by Lord Kitchener, when he | 


admitted, but it is flying in the face of 
the usages of civilised warfare. You 
have no right to devastate a country and 
burn the roof trees over the heads of 
non-combatants in order to make the 


Eighth Day. 
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country uninhabitable. What would 
Europe have said if the German troops, 
when they advanced and took possession 
of Orleans, burned it down and laid the 
country waste between Orleans and 
Paris? Ali Europe would have cried 
shame on them. But because these 
countries are distant and you have your 
hand on the telegraph wires you dare to 
do in South Africa what you would not 
dare to do nearer home. What I am 
claiming here, and what those of us who 
are denounced as pro-Boers are claiming, 
is, that so far as the usages of war are 
concerned, these people, who after all are 
a Christian nation and a white race, 
shall have the same rights which the 
civilised nations of Europe have been 
accustomed to accord one another in their 
wars. I think I have converted even 
hon. Gentlemen opposite to my view as 
to the character of these operations, be- 
cause when I pointed out that it was a 
policy of devastation in order to make 
the country uninhabitable several hon. 
Members cheered. Certainly it was the 
policy which was approved of by your 
generals. We have heard a great deal 
in these debates about the humanity of 
Lord Roberts. Lord Roberts is a country- 
man of mine, and a great many country- 
men of mine have taken a prominent 
part in this war. I confess that when 
Lord Roberts went out to the Transvaal 
[ said to several friends, ‘‘ Now, at all 
events, we shall have this war decently 
conducted,”” I have been deeply disap- 
.pointed, and I now perceive that in the 
judgment of Lord Roberts’s character, 
which has been painfully foreed upon 
me—because I had different ideas of 
Lord Roberts before the commencement 
of the war—I am in sympathy with the 
right hon. Gentleman for West Birming- 
ham, who twenty years ago, in con- 
junction with several bishops and other 
dignitaries, denounced Lord Roberts for 
his atrocities in Afghanistan, and ap- 
pealed to the Government to put a stop 
to the burnings and executions which 
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were carried out in that campaign. That 
is a fact we cannot get over. Lord 


Roberts is still the same man, and, 
although I knew that the Colonial Secre- 
‘tary had changed his politics, I was 
not aware he had changed his ideas 
as to humanity and the usages of war; 
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think they can stop this debate by appeal- 
ing to the humanity of Lord Roberts 
they ought to remember that he was 
impeached by the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies himself. Memories are very 
short in this House. When the hon, 
Member for Westminster, who is a bitter 
political opponent of ours, stood up in 
this House to make a remarkably able 
appeal for the sick and wounded soldiers 
in the Transvaal, which I venture to 
say has made his name dear to the British 
soldier, how was he received? He was 
received with sneers and insults from the 
Treasury Bench, and he was told that 
the well-known humanityof Lord Roberts 
ought to be a_ sufficient answer to 
his charges, and that everyone knew 
that Lord Roberts would never tolerate 
any ill-treatment of his sick soldiers. 
The hon. Member for Westminster was 
not discouraged: he persisted in his 
charges, and his charges have laid the 
basis of a great reform. T he hon. Mem- 
ber appealed on behalf of sick and 
wounded soldiers, and now when we, 
who are less popular, make an appeal 
that your enemy the Boers should be 
treated at least as human beings, we are 
met with exactly the same sneers, and the 
same statement that the humanity of 
Lord Roberts is so great that it is an 
insult, and outrageous, and absurd to 
challenge it in this House. When the 
other night attention was directed in 
this House by the hon. Member for Car- 
narvon Boroughs to the infamous and 
outrageous proclamation of General 
Bruce Hamilton, the very same answer 
was returned. It was said that General 
Bruce Hamilton was one of the most 
humane officers in the British Army, and 
was incapable of committing an act of 
What had the right hon. 
Gentleman to admit to-night. He ad- 
mitted that that proclamation was 
ignominiously withdrawn, that they 
drew the line at General Bruce Hamil- 
ton, and refused to allow his proclama- 
tion to be enforced. I mention these 
facts to show that it is no answer to us 
to talk about the humanity of officers. 
We bring forward facts supported by 
evidence, and we challenge the Govern- 
ment on them. We challenge the 
Government to say—and they will have 
to say before the matter is ended, because 


and when hon. Gentlemen get up and it will be brought up again and again— 


Mr. Dillon, 
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whether this country, in the face of 
Europe, is prepared to accept this policy 
of devastation without any act of 
treachery as regards individual houses, 
for the purpose of making the country 
uninhabitable, and whether the Govern- 
ment are prepared to defend that policy. 

I now pass to the second point of mv 
Amendment, and it is a point to which I 
attach even greater importance, because 
in the first place. it is a most unparalleled 
and unheard-of breach of the usages oi 
war. I think it is most disgraceful and 
most cowardly, and it has not been dealt 
with in this House before. I refer to the 
seizing of women and children as prisoners 
and their torcible deportation into prison 
euanps. What was my astonishment to 
hear the Secretary of State for War 
declare that in these prison camps. or, as 
he described them, refuge camps. at 
present existing in the Transvaal, Cape 
Colony, and Natal. the 
children are pertectly tree, 
eome and go of their own free will. | 
say that is a statement in the teeth of all 
the evidence that has come under mv 
notice. All the information I have been 
able to collect leads me to the conviction 
that. as regards a great number of these 
women and children, they have been 
forcibly seized, and have been carried 
away, ‘and are now prisoners ot war. | 
wish to know what custom of any 
civilised country in 
even in ancient times for that matter. are 


women and 
and could 


modern times, or 


the Government going to appeal to to 
justify their treatment of women and 
children as prisoners of war? The right 
lion. Gentleman stated that they were 
perteetly free. Is he prepared to sub- 
stantiate that statement ? [sit true or not 
true that. in a camp at Port Elizabeth, 
women, who have been brought by fore: 
as prisoners of war, are surrounded by 
sentries, and that when they desire per- 
tnission to see their triends- 


Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. Gentle- 
man rather misunderstood what I stated 
this afternoon. I was asked about 
women and children living in laager in 
the conquered colonies. but | know that 
a certain number of women have been 
deported from. the colonies tor particular 


reasohs, 
‘Mk. DILLON: Is not that my case ! 
What civilised Government ever deported 
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women and children? Has it come to 
this, that the British Empire is afraid of 
women and children / 


Mr. BRODRICK: The women who 
were deported are those who were found. 
or suspected of, giving information to 
the enemy. 


*Mr. DILLON: Task again the name 
of the civilised nation that has ever 
deported women because they were sus- 
pected of giving information ? Who were 
Why. their own 
The Germans they conquered 
France did not deport the women. A 
pretty pass vou have brought the British 
Mia pire to. Now listen to this. CGentle- 
men of the British House of Commons. 
I ask the Secretary of State for War, Is 
it true that this oath or declaration 
has been tended to the women now 
huddled together in tents surrounded 
by mounted sentries in Port Elizabeth 

“| do hereby solemnly declare on oath 
that To will not take up arms against the 
Government of Great Britain”! [never 
thought to see the day when England 
would have sunk so low. — I put it to hon. 
Members opposite, are they not ashamed ? 
When this declaration is signed, the 
women are allowed to see their relatives. 
Was that the Linpression left on the House 
al question time! Did not hon. Members 
listening to the right hon. Gentleman 
Imagine that these women and children 


the enemy ! 


people. 


W hen 


were all free, and had come into the refuge 
} 


camp for the purpose ot protection ! 


| have no objection to refuge camps 
when the women can come and zo when 
thes please, but what | 
taking away women and children from 


denounce. is 


their homes. treating them as prisoners, 
surrounding them with guards. and not 
allowine them to leave the camp. Is 
that tor the purpose of preventing them 
from starving ! Is it to prevent them 
from starving that vou tender them the 
oath ?! 


Mr. CLAUDE LOWTHER (Cumber- 
land, Eskdale): Devastation is a usage 
ot civilised warfare. Wellington de- 
vastated the country around ‘Torres 
Vedras. 

‘Mr. DILLON: | think that is an 
unfortunate interruption. In the. first 
place. Torres Vedras was in the early 
part of the last century, and the usages 


2¥ Kighth Duy 
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of wartare have changed since then. 
Secondly, when Wellington devastated 
the country betore ‘Torres Vedras he 
devastated it with consent of the 
inhabitants he was defending. Will the 


the 
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and children been shut up in these 
camps and treated as prisoners of war, 


but when the hon. Member for Cai 


| narvon Boroughs made a charge the other 
| day—which I am constrained to believe 


hon. Member undertake to say if the sack 


ot Badajoz, or of other towns in the 
Peninsula, were to be repeated to-day 
that every civilised country in urope 
and Ameriea would shame on 
such deeds! But I have yet 
Wellington took women prisoners of war, 
or that he got the women to take an oath 


not cry 
to learn that 


not to take up arms against hin. Sut 
In order to show that this is not an old 
case, let me read what took plac at 
Standerton only the other day Vhis is 


a telegram deseribing the operations of 
Creneral Freneh 

“The effects of General Frenel’s eastward 
movement are seen along the line of commu 
nication. ‘The scene at Sianderton is alinost 
unique, 

“ Three convoys arrived the other day alinost 
at the same time, and as far as th eye could 
reach Was seen a never-ending 
wagons, While a hospital train 
crossed carriage steamed slowly away, bearing 
its human freight south. 

©The longest convoy comprised and 
children, who are arriving in hundreds, and 
whose immediate resting-place is on the high 
ground above the Vaal towards the south 
east. 

“Opposite them, at a distance. is a laayger 
containing earlier arrivals, and further off a 
large number of neatly-arranged tents contain- 
ing the first arrivals, with horses, cows, sheep, 
goats, and pigs innumerable, the stock of these 
unwilling emigrants from hemes which un 
happily have hee nN h irbours ot reinge to those 
Boers who, numindtiul of the clemeney offered 
ly Lord Kitchener. elect to feht a losing 
not to say a suicidal, gameol war to the bitter 
end.” 


ON 


red- 


line of 
with a 


omel 


That telegram, whichis in the Daily Mail 
of the 21st February, shows beyond. all 
question that at this 

French is pursuing the same policy ot 


moment General 
devastation, and is carrying away women 
and children against their will. J shall 
await with curiosity to see what attempt 
the Seeretary of State for War will 
make in defence of this extraordinary 
poliey. I assert without fear of ' 
tradiction that this 
up women and children in prison camps 


con- 
policy ot shutting 
Is entirely without precedent In mode rh 
times, and that therefore the Govern- 
ment which indulges in it is disgracing 


and drageing in the alr the good 

name of this eountry. Now let me 

goa step further. Not only have women 
Mr. Tuli P 


| 


that in this camp a notice was posted 
stating that those families whose hus- 


| bands and brothers were still On COT 


hand would only be 


mando would be put on half rations. 
restored to full 
rations when their relatives surrendered, 
indignant denial 
Gentleman. but 
the hon. Member 
without an 


| expected a most 
from the right hon. 
all he said was that 
was making this charge 
atom of evidence. The hon. Men 
ber had exactly the evidence, 
namely, Reuter’s telegram, which the 
right hon. Gentleman had himself the 


saline 


other day when he made charges 
In connection with the Esau case. 

Mr. BRODRICK: I told) the hon. 
Gentleman that | had other corrobo 
ration that the report was absolutely 
true. 


*Mr. DILLON: But the charges wer 
made on the faith of a Reuter message. 

It being midnight. the debate stood 
adjourned. 
HiOrrow, 


Debate to be resumed te 


KITCHEN 
ROOMS), 


HOUSE OF COMMONS AND 
REFRESHMENT 
Ordered, That a Select 
he appointed to control the arrangements 
for the Kitehen and Retfreshiment Roonis 
in the Department of the Serjeant-at 
Arms attending this House. 
Ordered, That the 
consist of Seventeen 


Comaitter 


do 


Committee 
Members. 


The Committee was according! hom 
Mr. James Bailey, Mr. Broad 
Richard Cavendish. Mr. 
Mr. Cremer, Mr. Dalziel, 
Sir Horatio Davies, Mr. Firbank. Mr. 
Jacoby, Mr. Leigh Bennett, Colonel 
Lockwood, Mr. Macdona, Dr. Macdonnell. 
Mr. Nicol, Mr. Pierpoint, Mr. P. . 
Power, and Mr. William Redmond. 
Ordered, That the 
power to send for persons, papers. and 


nated. of, 
hherst. Mr. 
Cochrane, 


Committee have 
records. 

Ordered, That Three be the quorum 
William \\ alrond.) 


Adjourned at tive minutes after 
Twelve of the elock. 


(Sir 
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chequer to the Governor and Deputy Gov- 
HOUSE OF LORDS. ernor of the Bank of England, for advances 
to Government, authorised by Parliament 
Tuesday, 26th February, 1901. from 5th January, 1900, to Sth January, 
1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. TRUSTEE SAVINGS BANKS. 
Ninth Annual Report of proceedings of 





MANCHESTER (MARKET STREET ‘the Inspection Committee, for the year 
AREA) IMPROVEMENTS BILL [HL]. | ended 20th November, 1900; with 


PORTMADOC, BEDDGELERT, AND _ appendices. 


30U" NOWDON YAY BILL | P 
ed yee Se a | Laid before the House (pursuant to 


Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 
TYNESIDE TRAMWAYS AND TRAM- ) 
ROADS BILL [H.L.]. 


Presented, and read 1°. 





ENDOWED SCHOOLS ACT, 1869, AND 
AMENDING ACTS. 

Scheme for the management of the 

CORK, BLACKROCK, AND PASSAGE | charity of William Price, in the parish of 

as Se Leer | Fareham, in the county of Southampton, 

EASTON AND CHURCH HOPE RAIL- founded by will dated 24th August, 1721. 

WAY BILL [H.1.}. Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), 


HARPENDEN DISTRICT GAS BILL and to be printed. (No. 14.) 
[H.L.]. shbented 


MILFORD DOCKS BILL [#.1.}. EARLY CLOSING OF SHOPS. 
Presented; read 1¢; and referred to) *LorpD AVEBURY: My Lords, when 
the Examiners. _last year I had the honour of bringing an 
| Early Closing Bill before the attention of 
The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the | the House the noble Marquess at the head 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments | of the Government intimated that, in his 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates opinion, the subject had not yet been 
from the Examiners that the Standing thoroughly considered, at any rate, by 
Orders applicable to the following Bills your Lordships. But in reply to a sub- 
introduced in pursuance of the provisions sequent question the noble Marquess was 
of the Private Legislation Procedure | good enough to say that the subject was 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, have been complied | one which it would be well to inquire 
with :-— into, but suggested that, owing to the 
| lateness of the session, the inquiry should 
| be deferred. I have every reason to be- 
lieve that there will be no opposition to 
| the motion standing in my name, and it 
will therefore be unnecessary for me to 
, trouble your Lordships by going into the 


Caledonian Electric Power Company. 
Caledonian Railway. 

Clyde Valley Electrical Power. 
Glasgow and South Western Railway. 
Glasgow and Renfrew District Railway 


Transfer. he : “ 
Paisley Police and Public Health. | whole question, but I will only observe 
North British Railway | that the House of Commons have passed a 
7 unanimous resolution that the hours of 


The same were ordered to lie on the | Jahour in shops are excessive, and that 
Table. | legislation is necessary. 
— | The Committee which sat in 1886 re- 


RETURNS. REPORTS. ETC |ported unanimously that in many places 
ise ‘ i ‘the hours of labour range as high as 


—— pre, | eighty-four per week, or thirty hours 

— ee seme, SERIES). /more than are allowed under the Factory 
No, 2558. United States (New Orleans). | Acts. I have satisfied myself that, though 
Presented (by Command), and ordered to | they are shorter now in some places, in 


lie on the Table. |others they are even longer. It is quite 
sad Semiel | unnecessary, I am convinced, to point out 
BANK OF ENGLAND. 'to your Lordships how very injurious 


Applications made by the First Lord of | these long hours must be, especially in 
the Treasury and the Chancellor of the Ex- | the case of women. Your Lordships will 
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remember the strong testimony last year | matter, mainly at the instance of the 
on the point given by Lord Lister, who noble Lord, for nearly twenty years 
speaks, of course, with much greater ' past, and I think, perhaps, the time has 
weight than it is possible for me to do.|come when it would be desirable to 
The Committee suggested a Bill drawn on obtain some fuller information on the 
the lines of that which we suggest, and subject as to the wishes of the classes 
which has been examined and approved | concerned than we have to-day. This is 
by two subsequent House of Commons one of the cases, like those concerned with 
Committees. Iam glad to say that in temperance, in which the two Houses of 
this case there is no conflict between Parliament occupy a somewhat difficult 
capital and labour, between employers position. They are asked to legislate as 
and employed. The shopkeepers of the to matters affecting the personal happiness 
country—and I say it to their honour— and well-being or, at least, the comfort 
are most anxious to see the hours of of a very large number of persons, of 
labour shortened. We shall be able to very large classes, to which with scarcely 
satisfy the Committee that most of the an exception members of the two Houses 
Tradesmen’s Associations through the! do not themselves belong. It is, there- 
country are in favour of the legislation fore, very difficult for them without care- 
which we suggest ; and of the few which , ful examination, and without obtaining 
hold back some do so because they wish evidence from the persons who are 
for a more drastic measure. The noble | immediately concerned, to know how such 
Marquess stated, very naturally, that the 'a measure would interfere with the con- 
interests and convenience of consumers | fort of the classes who are affected by it. 
ought to be considered. No doubt the But what is quite clear is that the 
Committee will carefully consider them. measure of the noble Lord is an abso- 
In the Early Closing Bill, which has lutely new one. The Factory Acts have 
several times passed its second reading in nothing to do with it. In the Factory 
the House of Commons, the consent of Acts Parliament has provided certain 
the local authority is required before any- hours beyond which persons concerned 
thing can be done. We thought that was shall not work, and, consequently, sufti- 
a sufficient safeguard, though personally cient attention has been given to the 
I feel sure that if the hour of closing is matter to ensure, to a certain extent, 
left, as three House of Commons Com- that no injustice is done to either side by 
mittees have agreed, to the shopkeepers the limitation of the natural liberties 
themselves, there is no fear that of the working man; but that is not the 
they will select an hour which would’ case with the class of matters which the 
inconvenience their customers. In this! noble Lord has taken in hand. He 
respect the opinion of the ‘Trades does not propose any fixed rule whatever. 
Councils is most important, and they are He could not do so; but what he pro- 
strongly in favour of legislation. The poses is that the local authorities, which 
long hours of labour in shops debar the differ very much in different places, 
small shopkeepers and their assistants should have the power of determining 
from the opportunities of fresh air, exer- | whether or not men might work during 
cise, amusement, self-improvement, and | the latter part of the day, and, what is 
family intercourse which are open to other more important, whether the consumers 
classes, and I believe no reform is more. of the necessaries of life should be allowed 
urgently needed or will do more to to buy them late in the day or not. It is 
promote the health and happiness of thea very striking interference with the 
inhabitants of our great cities. liberty both of the consumer and of the 
shopkeeper. Whether it is wise or not 

Moved, “That a Select Committee be is precisely the matter which this Com- 
appointed to inquire into the length of mittee for which the noble Lord has 
the hours of labour in shops ; and whether moved should inquire into. I thought 
any and, if so, what steps should be taken from the few words he has dropped that 
to diminish them.”—(Lord Avebury.) the noble Lord’s mind was considering 
more what employers and philanthropists 

Tue PRIME MINISTER anp LORD thought than what was thought by the 
PRIVY SEAL (The Marquess of consumers, whose whole day is occupied 
SaLispuRY): My Lords, there has by their avocations, and to whom, there- 
been considerable discussion on this , fore, it is a matter of extreme importance 


Lord Avebury. 
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that there should be no hindrance to their 
making the necessary provision for them- 
selves during the later hours of the day. 

I am inclined to agree with the noble 
Lord that we had better obtain from those 
concerned all the information we can. I 
would only note the point that on such a 
matter it is very easy to get the evidence 
of philanthropic persons who are urged to 
it by very strong motives, but it is very 
difficult to get the evidence of the ordinary 
consumer, to whom the danger which may 
seem to lurk in the proposal may be dis- 
tant and unreal enough. I trust the 
noble Lord will do his utmost to let us 
have evidence of all kinds, that he will 
not bring forward merely philanthropic 
persons with extremely amiable senti- 
ments ; but that he will try to find out 
what the ordinary working men, who 
exist in millions, think of the limitation 
of their power of providing the necessaries 
of life for themselves and their families, 
what they think of the proposal, and 
whether they are of opinion that the 
relief given to the shopmen is adequate 
to the inconvenience and trouble that 
they would sustain. I hope the Committee 
may really do good and enable us to 
ascertain fully the feelings of the working 
classes on this point. It is entirely a 
matter of their feelings, but we must not 
be led into assuming that they have feel- 
ings which are merely lent them by 
persons who affect to speak in their 
name. 

There has been a tendency in this 
House rather to claim that, when a Com- 
mission has been appointed and has 
agreed with more or less unanimity to a 
certain Report, there is an obligation 
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incumbent on the Government to adopt | 
the policy and wishes of the Commission. | 


That is, of course, an entirely new con- | 
tention, which until these later years no | 
one has heard of ; but I only wish to say 
that in assenting to this Committee I | 
absolutely repudiate the idea that this or 
any Government will be bound by the 
decision to which the Committee comes. 
The evidence which the Committee 
collects will be part of the material on 
which the decision of the Government 
will be based, but it will involve no obli- 
gation whatever on them. I have no ob- 
jection to the Committee. | 


*Lorp AVEBURY: May I just ex-' 
plain that I do not propose that the local 
authority alone should fix the hours, but | 
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they should be empowered to act on the 
representation of the shopkeepers. I 
entirely concur with the noble Marquess 
that what we wish to have is not the 
opinion of philanthropie persons, but the 
opinion of those who are practically in- 


| terested in the matter. There are a number 


of associations which I am sure the noble 
Marquess will admit are entitled to speak 
in the name of the shopkeepers, and which 


I shall be able to show are almost 
unanimous in supporting legislation ; 
while, as to working-class opinion, 


there are the trades councils and trade 
unions, whichare the official representatives 
and may be fairly taken to know the 
views of the working classes. I see that 
my noble friend shakes his head. If 
there are other means of finding out 
the feelings of the working classes, and 
the noble Marquess will suggest them, it 
would be very desirable that they should 
be employed. Speaking as a man of 
business, I am sure that shopkeepers 
would never wish to shut up their shops 
at a time when they were doing any sub- 
stantial business. But these are, of 
course, matters for the Committee. 


On Question, motion agreed to. Com- 
mittee ordered accordingly. 


COMMITTEE OF SELECTION FOR THE 
STANDING COMMITTEE. 
Report from, That the Committee 
have nominated the following Lords to 
serve on the Standing Committee :— 


L. Archbp. of Canterbury. 

E. Halsbury. (L. Chancellor.) 

L. Archbp. of York. 

D. Devonshire. (L. President.) 

M. Salisbury. (L. Privy Seal.) 

D. Bedford. 

D. Marlborough. 

D. Northumberland. 

M. Lansdowne. 

M. Bath. 

M. Ripon. 

M. Breadalbane. 

E. Pembroke and Montgomery. (ZL. 
Stewart.) 

E. Clarendon. 

E. Denbigh. 

E. Stamford. 

i. Chesterfield. 

E. Shaftesbury. 

E. Jersey. 

E. Lauderdale. 

E. Carnwath. 


2Z2 


(L. Chamberlain.) 
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E. Stanhope. 
E. Waldegrave. 
E. Portsmouth. 
E. Hardwicke. 
E. Spencer. 

E. Mansfield. 
E. Onslow. 
Grey. 
Morley. 
. Vane. 

. Cawdor. 
. Camperdown. 
Dudley. 

. Kimberley. 

. Selborne. 
. Ancaster. 
. Crewe. 

V. Falkland. 
V. Sidmouth. 
V. Gordon. 
V. Cross. 

V. Peel. 

V. Knutsford. 

V. Llandaff. 

V. Goschen. 

V. Ridley. 

L. Bp. Winchester. 

L. Zouche of Haryngworth. 

L. Windsor. 

L. Saltoun. 

L. Balfour. 

L. Boyle. (E. Cork and Orrery.) 
L. Ribblesdale. 
L. Churchill. 
L. Harris. 

L. Colchester. 
L. Plunket. 

L. Rosebery. 
L. Poltimore. 
L. Kintore. 
L. Leigh. 
L. Elgin. 
L. Belper. 
L. Kinnaird. 

L. Lawrence. 

L. Aberdare. 

L. Coleridge. 

L. Fermanagh. 
L. Norton. 

L. Rowton. 

L. Reay. 

L. Tweedmouth. 
L. Monk Bretton. 

L. Northbourne. 

L. Sudley. (£. Arran.) 
L. Monkswell. 

L. Lingen. 

L. Ashbourne. 

L. Thring. 

L. Macnaghten. 


(M. Londonderry.) 


Ed ed ta Bed et bet tet bot ot bg 


(E. Aberdeen.) 


(E. Rosebery.) 
(£. Kintore.) 
(E. Elgin and Kincardine.) 


(E. Eren.) 
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| L. Cheylesmore. 
L. Morris. 

L. Iveagh. 
Keivin. 
Ashcombe. 
Newton. 

. Hawkesbury. 
Stanmore. 
Welby. 
Davey. 

. Wandsworth. 
. Burghclere. 
James. 

. Pirbright. 
Glenesk. 
Heneage. 
Glanusk. 
Brampton. 

. Cranworth. 

. Avebury. 

. Alverstone. 


| Read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 


ai ala) ai al al al al a) al ol sl 3) af al 9) 9) a 


House adjourned at a quarter before. 
Five of the clock, to Thursday 
next, half past Ten of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 26th February, 1901. 


| 
| nate 
| 
| 
| 


| Several others Members took and sub- 
scribed the Oath. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 





| LONDON, TILBURY, AND SOUTHEND 
RAILWAY BILL. 

| Petition for additional provision; re- 
'ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
| Private Bills. 


PETITIONS. 

BEER BILL. 
| Two Petitions from Andover, in favour ; 
| to lie upon the Table. 


| 
| 
| 


| ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (HIGHER 

| GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUA- 
TION SCHOOLS). 

| Petitions for alteration of Law, from 

| Manchester ; Pudsey ; Soothill ; Sowerby 

| Bridge ; Rochdale ; and Birkenhead ; to 

lie upon the Table. 
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Returns, 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Petition of the Mining Association of 
Great Britain, against ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


POOR LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUA- 
TION ACT, 1896. 

Petitions for alteration of Law, from 

Whitby and Monkseaton ; Ealing; Wool- 

wich ; and Abram ; to lie upon the Table. 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. 
Paper [presented 22nd February] to be 
printed. [No. 45.] 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DE- 
PARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1901-2. 


Copy presented, of the Estimates for 
Civil Services and Revenue Departments 
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Debt Commissioners for temporary in- 
vestment under the provisions of the 
Acts, and the expenditure to the 31st 
March, 1900; together with the Report 
of the Comptroller and Auditor General 
thereon [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 49.] 


(YEOMANRY) (REPORT OF 
COMMITTEE). 

Copy presented, of Report of Com- 
mittee on the organisation, arms, and 
equipment of the Yeomanry Force [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


Reports, &c. 


ARMY 





| ARMY (SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE, 
| 1900-1901). 

| Copy presented, of Supplementary 
| Estimate of the further amount required 
|in the year ending 31st March, 1901, to 
/meet additional expenditure occasioned 
'by the War in South Africa [by Com- 
_mand]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
| printed. [No. 50.] 





for the year ending 31st March, 1902, to- | 
gether with a copy of the Memorandum | NAVY ESTIMATES, 1901-2. 

by the Financial Secretary to the Trea-| Estimates presented, for the year 
sury relating thereto [by Command]; to 1901-2, with Explanation of Differences 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [by Command]; to lie upon the Table, 
[No. 46.] and to be printed. [No. 51.] , 


TRUSTEE SAVINGS BANKS. 
Copy presented, of Ninth Annual Re- | 
port of the proceedings of the Inspection | 
Committee for the year ended 20th 
November, 1900, with Appendices [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 47.] 


BARRACKS ACT, 1890. 


Account presented, showing the money 
raised and issued under the provisions of 


| NAVY STATEMENT (EXPLANATORY 
OF ESTIMATES). 

Copy presented, of Statement of the 

First Lord of the Admiralty explanatory 

‘of the Navy Estimates, 1901-2 [by Com- 
_mand] ; to lie upon the Table. 


| NAVY (SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE). 


Copy presented, of Supplementary 
| Estimate of His Majesty’s Navy for the 
year 1900-1901 [by Command]; to lie 
the Act, the securities created in respect upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
thereof, and the amount expended for the 52.) 
ges of the Act to the 3lst March, | siiethiedh ‘ccna: iii ait i 
900, with the Report of the Comptroller | -9ERS LAID UPON IE ee 
and Auditor ene thereon iby Act] ; | THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 


to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 1. Bank of England.—Copy of all 
[No. 48.] ‘applications made by the First Lord of 


‘the Treasury and the Chancellor of the 


PUBLIC OFFICES (ACQUISITION OF Exchequer to the Governor and Deputy 
SITE) ACT, 1895, SESSION 2; PUBLIC | Governor of the Bank of England for 
pini§  EPUBLIC ag | SIWHITE’ _advances to the Government authorised 
HALL) SITE ACT, 1897; AND PUBLIC | by Parliament, from 5th January, 1900, 
BUILDINGS EXPENSES ACT, 1898. | to 5th January, 1901 [by Act]; to be 
Account presented, showing the Printed. [No. 53.] 

moneys issued out of the Consolidated) 2. Private Bills.—Copy of Rules for the 

Fund, the moneys borrowed and the Practice and Procedure of the Referees on 

securities ereated in respect thereof, the Private Bills (in pursuance of Standing 

disposal of moneys issued to the National | Order 88) ; to be printed. [No. 54.] 





1177 Questions. 
Copy of Report ot the Comptroller and 
Auditor General upon the Account of the 
Irish Land Commission in respect of 
Church Temporalities in Ireland for the 
year ended 31st March, 1900 [by Act]; 
to be printed. [No. 55.] 


CIVIL CONTINGENCIES FUND, 
1899-1900. 

Copy ordered, “of Accounts of the 
Civil Contingencies Fund, 1899-1900, 
showing (1) the Receipts and Payments 
in connection with the Fund in the year 
ended the 31st day of March, 1900 ; (2) the 
distribution of the Capital of the Fund at 
the commencement and close of the year ; 
together with Copy of the Correspondence 
with the Comptroller and Auditor General 
thereon.”—(Mr, Austen Chamberlain.) 


NATIONAL GALLERY REPORT. 

Copy ordered, “of the Report of the 
Director of the National Gallery for the 
year 1900, with Appendices.” —(l/r. Austen 
Chamberlain.) 


LEAD POISONING. 

Address for “ Return giving (a) the 
number of cases of lead poisoning 
reported under the Factory and Work- 
shop Act, 1895, in the manufacture of 
earthenware and china during the period 
from the Ist day of January, 1899, to the 
31st day of December, 1900, distinguish- 
ing between cases in the decorative pro- 
cesses and cases in the process of dipping, 
ware cleaning, ete.; (b) the number of 
persons suspended from working in dan- 
gerous processes by the certifying sur- 
geons for the Hanley, Burslem, Tunstall, 
and Stoke districts in the same manu- 
facture during the same period, in pur- 
suance of the special rules (in continuation 
of Parliamentary Paper, No. 235, of 
Session 1900).” —(Mr. Jesse Collings.) 


TRAWL VESSELS (PROSECUTIONS). 


Return ordered, “for the years 1892 to | 
1900, inclusive, ending the 31st day of | 
December, of prosecutions undertaken in | 


the Sheriff Courts of Scotland, under the 
Summary Jurisdiction (Scotland) Acts, of 
the Masters of ‘Beam or Otter Trawl 
vessels for alleged infringement of the 
bye-laws of the Fishery Board, or the 
provisions of the Acts prohibiting Beam 


or Otter Trawling within certain waters | 
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—(Mr Catheart Wason.) 
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round the coasts of Scotland, in the follow- 
ing form, with Summary :— 
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TENANTS’ IMPROVEMENT (IRELAND) 
BILL. 

Order for Second Reading upon 

Wednesday, 19th June, read, and dis- 


charged. Bill withdrawn. 


Leave given to present another Bill 
instead thereof.—( Major Jameson.) 


TENANTS’ IMPROVEMENT (IRELAND) 
(No. 2) BILL. 

“For improving the condition of 
Tenants in cities, towns, and villages 
in Ireland,” presented accordingly, and 
read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Wednesday, 19th June, and to 
be printed. [Bill 67.] 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR —INQUIRY 
INTO MANAGEMENT. 

Mr. SOAMES (Norfolk, S.): I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he can state when the inquiry 
into the management of the war will be 
begun. 
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THE FIRST LORD oF THE TREA- | 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, | 
E.): Iam afraid it is impossible for me 
at the present time to say anything more | 
definite than I have already stated. 


Questions. 


THE JAMESON RAID INDEMNITY. 
*Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the Secretary of | 
State for the Colonies if he will lay before 
the House all communications that have 
passed since the annexation of the Trans- 
vaal Republic between himself and Mr. 
Rhodes or other persons with respect to 
the claim of the late Transvaal Govern- 
ment with reference to the Jameson Raid. 
and also the ground of any set-otf which 
can prevent the British Government en- 
forcing this claim. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): No communication 
has passed on the subject since the an- 
nexation of the Transvaal. 


*Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman answer the latter 
part of the question ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: It seems 
a strange thing to ask me, assuming 
there is a good case against the company, 
to find a ground of set-off for the 
company. 


*Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: May I refer 
the right hon. Gentleman to the speech 
of 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 





PATENT RIGHTS IN SOUTH AFRICA. 

Sir JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
Northwich): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether British 
patent rights now extend to the Trans- 
vaal and the Orange River Colony. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : No altera- 
tion has at present been made in the | 
Patent Laws of the late Republics. 


NEWSPAPER PROSECUTIONS—CASE 
OF MR. ALBERT CARTWRIGHT. 
Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN (Mont- 

gomeryshire) : I beg to ask the Secretary | 
of State for the Colonies whether proceed- 
ings have been taken against Mr. Albert 


Cartwright, editor of the South African | 
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News, on the ground that he had re- 
printed in his paper a letter alleging that 
ona particular occasion Lord Kitchener 
had given instructions that General De 
Wet’s force, when surrounded, should not 
be allowed to surrender, but be shot down ; 
whether he is aware that the letter mak- 
ing these charges had already appeared 
in the Freeman’s Journal of 1Eth January, 
and the parts of it conveying this charge 
in the London Times of 16th January ; 
and whether it is intended to take any 
steps against the editors of these papers. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have no 
official information on the subject of the 
proceedings against Mr. Cartwright which 
were presumably taken by the Cape 
Government. 


TREATMENT OF BOER WOMEN AND 
CHILDREN—RATIONS. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Xushcliffe): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether the women and 
children confined in camps are placed on 
full rations if they voluntarily surrender, 
but on reduced rations if the husbands 
and fathers do not surrender. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): I am in communication with Lord 
Kitchener on this subject. The difficulty 
of feeding the very large number of 
persons who are now coming into these 
camps is very great, and I understand 


' that a distinction has been drawn between 


those who have surrendered with their 
husbands and fathers and those who come 
in to be fed while their relations are still 
in the field. The information at my dis- 
posal is not sufficient to enable me to give 
an exact answer at this moment. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) : 
Does the distinction apply to women 
whose husbands are prisoners or whose 
relatives may happen to have been shot 
during the war ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I know no more 


‘than I have given to the House. 


PAARDEBURG OPERATIONS— 
GENERAL COLVILE. 

THe Master oF ELIBANK (Mid- 
lothian): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War if he can state why no 
report on the battle of Paardeberg has 
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been received from General Sir Henry | 
Colvile. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Major-General Sir | 
Henry Colvile held a subordinate position | 
at the battle of Paardeberg, and was there- | 
fore not required to make any report. | 


Questions. 


IRISH PRISONERS AT ST. HELENA. | 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : I | 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the_ 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether, | 
amongst the Boer prisoners held in St. | 
Helena, there are a number of Irishmen | 
who had taken the oath of allegiance to | 
the South African Republic ; and whether | 
these men are to be tried for their partici- | 
pation in the war, or to be allowed to | 
return to their native home ; and, if so, 
when. 

*THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): There are 
some Irish prisoners at St. Helena ; they 
will be treated in the same way as their 


{COMMONS} 


1182 


pay of British officers and men is stopped 
when they are prisoners of war ; and, if 
so, whether any allowance is made to their 
wives and families. 


*Lorp STANLEY: The pay of 
prisoners of war is not now stopped unless 
their surrender is proved to have been 
the result of their own neglect or mis- 
conduct. At no period of the war did 
the issue of separation allowance to their 
families cease. 


Questions. 


THE CASE OF ESAU. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War why 
he has not laid on the Table the telegram 
from Sir Alfred Milner with reference to 
the case of Esau as promised. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I have laid it on 
the Table. As I gave its terms viva voce I 
do not think the hon. Member can be 
inconvenienced. 


TRANSPORT—DEMURRAGE AT 





Boer comrades—as ordinary prisoners of | 
war. No release of prisoners can take | 
place before the termination of the war. | 








SOUTH AFRICAN PORTS. 
Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War whether 
he can inform the House of the total 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, E.): | demurrage paid to vessels during 1900 at 
Can the noble Lord give us any idea the ports of Cape Town, Port Elizabeth, 


when that will be ? 


[No answer was given. ] 


SOUTH AFRICA CONCILIATION COM- 
MITTEE—LIEUTENANT MORRISON’S 
LETTER. 


*Sir_ E. 


Attorney General whether His Majesty’s 
Government propose to prosecute an 
association called the Conciliation Com- 
mittee, which has publicly circulated 
charges against British officers and 
soldiers based on statements alleged to 
have been made by Lieutenant Morrison, 
but the accuracy of which that officer has 
denied. 


THE ATTORNEY 


proper for me to express an opinion on 
this question even if it were desirable 
that 1 should do so. 


PAY OF BRITISH SOLDIERS DURING 
CAPTIVITY. 


ASHMEAD - BARTLETT 
(Sheffield, Ecclesall): I beg to ask Mr. | 


GENERAL (Sir. 
RoBerT Finuay, Inverness Burghs): I | 
have no material no which it would be | 


East London, and Durban respectively ; 
and if he would grant a Return specifying 
'the names of the vessels, the cargo 
| carried, the port of demurrage, the time 
of detention, and the money paid as 


demurrage in each case. 


*Lorp STANLEY: The operations at 
the Cape have required a large number 
_of vessels to be retained at the various 
|ports to meet the constantly arising 
/demands for transport. I am not in a 
position at the present moment to state 
| what has been the exact expenditure upon 
any particular war service, but it will 
appear in the accounts rendered to Parlia- 
| Ment or can appear in a Return. 


ENTERIC AND DYSENTERY STA- 
TISTICS. 

Mr. COCHRANE (Ayrshire, N.): 1 
| beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
|whether he can furnish any Return to 
| show, from the experience gained in South 
| Africa, the comparative liability to suffer 
from enteric and from dysentery of men 
at different ages. 


Mr. SOAMES: I beg to ask the) *Lorp STANLEY: The comparative 


Secretary of State for War whether the liability of soldiers to suffer from enteric 
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fever at different ages is already well 
established and will be found in the 
Annual Reports of the Army Medical 
Department. In the Report for 1898 at 
pages 500 and 501 the South African ex- 
perience is given for the years 1891 to 
1898. There are no special Returns 
available in connection with the campaign. 
As regards dysentery there are no similar 
Returns available. 


INOCULATION FOR ENTERIC FEVER. | 


Smk WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War if he is aware that 
Professor Wright, of Netley, has stated, as 
the results of inoculation for enteric fever 
in one regiment, that the incidence in the 
inoculated was 0°55 and the death rate 


0°27 per cent., while in the uninoculated 


it was 6°14 and 3°35 per cent. respectively ; 


and whether he can inform the House of | 


the results of inoculation for typhoid or 
enteric fever among the forces serving in 
South Africa. 


Lorp STANLEY: The statement of 
Professor Wright referred to the official 
statistics from India for the 15th Hussars. 
There are no statistics available for the 
forces in South Africa. It will not, I fear, 
be possible to go into them properly until 
the war is over. The pressure on our 
medical officers for returns of various 
descriptions is a heavy addition to their 
pressing duties. 


THE STORMBERG CASUALTIES. 

Major JAMESON (Clare, W.) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
will he explain how it happened that two 
privates of the Royal Irish Regiment, 
who were reported by the War Office as 
killed at Stormberg on 10th December, 
1899, were on Ist February, 19¢1, four- 
teen months after, reported by the War 
Office as alive and serving with their regi- 
ment ; and what steps do the War Office 


propose to take in the future to prevent | 


such reports being made and not cor- 
rected. 


Lorp STANLEY : The information to | 


which the hon. and gallant Member 
alludes was furnished by the officer com- 
manding on the 31st January, 1901, and 
was to the effect that three privates of the 
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| occur in a campaign, especially in the case 
of a reverse. Every effort has been made 
| by the casualty department at Cape Town 
'to clear up such matters, but owing to 
'the constant movements of the various 
| regiments and the distances and difficulty 

of communication, it has been found very 
difficult to secure greater accuracy and 
_ earlier correction of mistakes. 


Questions. 


SOUTH AFRICAN REPUBLICS 
(MILITARY NOTES). 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
‘for War if he can say why the Paper 
entitled South African Republics (Military 
Notes), which was presented by Com- 
mand, and laid upon the Table on 12th 


, December, 1900, has not been issued to 


Members ; and when it will be issued. 


Mr. BRODRICK : It was considered 
that the wants of Members would be 
| sufficiently met by supplying copies to 
the library. There are not enough of the 
stock remaining in England to give a full 
supply to the House, and it was thought 
to be a waste of money to reprint the 
work. 


Mr. CHANNING: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that there is a con 
siderable demand for this Paper 3 


Mr. BRODRICK: There are several 
copies in the library. 
Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire): Is 


‘the right hon. Gentleman aware that there 
_are twenty copies for 670 Members ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : All the 670 are not 
interested in the matter. 


Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye) : 
Seeing that intimation was given that the 
copies might be taken away, is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that there are only 


one or two left ? 


Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : I 
have one on my library table at the 


| present moment. 


MOUNTAIN BATTERIES. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if he can state 





Royal Irish Rifles who had been reported , what is the present armament of the moun- 
as killed at Stormberg were still alive. | tain batteries of the Army ; whether the 
It is inevitable that such mistakes should | guns are still muzzle-loaders, firing black 
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powder ammunition ; whether one of the 
two mountain batteries in South Africa 
has been re-armed with naval guns; and 
what has become of the other. 


Mr. BRODRICK: It is the case that 
the guns of the Indian mountain batteries 
are of an old pattern, that they are muzzle- 
loaders, and fire black powder. Of the 
two batteries in South Africa one has been 
re-armed with heavy guns; the other, 
which has retained its guns, is in Natal. 
A new design of mountain gun has been 
approved, and manufacture is about to 
begin. 


(Questions. 


ARMY RESERVE—SECTION D. 

Sirk JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War if he 
is aware that a large number of men in 
Section D of the Army Reserve, who, on 
the completion of their first period of 
service, were re-engaged for four years 
only, their attestation paper stating that 
the service was to be for Home defence, 
having been sent out to South Africa, are 
now detained beyond the period for which 
they were engaged ; whether there is any- 
thing in the attestation paper on this 
subject ; whether there is any intention 
of giving compensation to the men of 
Section D so detained, who consider they 
have been unfairly treated ; and whether, 
on completing their seventeenth year of 
service, they will have some additional 
allowance in the way of pension or other- 
wise, 


Lorp STANLEY: I am not aware 
that there are any men of Section D of 
the Army Reserve serving in South Africa 
or detained with the Colours contrary to 
the terms of their engagement. Men of 
this section are liable, as shown by their 
attestation paper, to serve in the United 
Kingdom or elsewhere, and to be retained 
for an extra year if a state of war exists 
when their four years engagement expires. 
It is not proposed to compensate them in 


respect of this extra year’s service, seeing 


that they accepted the liability for it and 
received a retaining fee. 


CAVALRY ESTABLISHMENTS. 
MaJor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether the 4th squadrons added in 
1900 are permanent additions to the 
establishment ; and, if so, why, in the 
case of the King’s Dragoon Guards and 
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Questions. 


| the 3rd Dragoon Guards, the 4th squadron 

_was broken up on their departure for the 
front; and whether it is intended to 

/reduce them to three service squadrons 
and one reserve. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The 4th squadrons 
were added to the King’s Dragoon 
Guards and 3rd Dragoon Guards for home 
defence purposes. They were added in 
1900, and, as an increase of this nature is 
at first in recruits and not in trained 
soldiers, the regiments on their departure 
for South Africa only made up three 
squadrons each—which is the war estab- 
lishment of all the cavalry regiments 
in South Africa. The question of whether 
the permanent organisation of cavalry at 
home shall be three or four squadrons is 
under consideration. 


PURCHASES OF ARMY HORSES _ IN 
IRELAND. 

CotoneL NOLAN (Galway, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
, War if he will state the total cost of the 
| department for purchasing horses in 
Treland ; also if, in view of the statement 
of the Financial Secretary that under 
300 Irish horses were purchased from 
non-dealers in Ireland, he would either 
abolish altogether the establishment for 
the purchase of horses in Ireland or 
insist on the remount officers exhibiting 
by direct purchase a little more reliance 
on their own judgment of horseflesh ; 
and whether the Irish farmer loses about 
£12 per horse by the present system of 


purchasing almost exclusively from 
dealers. 
Lorp STANLEY: There is no 


intention of abolishing the establishment 
for purchasing horses in Ireland. As I 
informed the House, efforts will be made 
to purchase from private individuals as 
well as dealers. I cannot give any in- 
formation as to prices, but I will ascertain 
the cost of the department. 


Cotonrt NOLAN: If the noble 
Lord will look up the records he will find 
that exactly the same answer was given 
eight or nine years ago. 


Masor RASCH: But was not the 
establishment started in order to get rid 
| of the dealers ? 


Lorp STANLEY: We wish to give 
equal facilities as far as possible to private 
individuals. 
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CoLonEL NOLAN: Will you see that 
they get as good a price ? 


Lorp STANLEY : I hope every horse 
is bought at its proper value. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): Do 


Questions. 


the representatives of the War Office in | 


Ireland find any reluctance on the part 
of the Irish to sell horses to be used in 
the prosecution of a war to which they 
have a serious objection ? 


[No answer was given.] 


IRISH MANUFACTURES AND 
GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : I 
beg to ask the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office whether the Government will 
establish a receiving depot in Dublin for 
samples of tenders from Irish manufac- 
turers and contractors who are desirous 
to compete for contracts for supplies and 
fittings for the troops and horses stationed 
in Ireland. 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. I have 
nothing to add to the reply given to a 
similar question put by the hon. Member 
in July last.* 


CRIMEAN SOLDIERS’ WIDOWS 
THE PATRIOTIC FUND. 

Sir JOHN LENG: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether it is 
within his knowledge that several hun- 
dreds of widows of Crimean soldiers, some 
of them eighty years of age and upwards, 
have not yet received any benefit from the 


Patriotic Fund, which was subscribed forty- , 


six years ago in anticipation that such 
widows would be promptly benefited ; 
and whether, in view of the arrangements 
now being made by the Government for 
the relief of the widows and orphans of 
the soldiers who have fallen in the 


present war, anything can be done for , 


the unrelieved widows whose husbands 
served in the Crimean campaign. 


Lorp STANLEY: The Patriotic Fund 


was raised to assist the widows and chil- | 


dren of those killed in action or dying on 
active service during the Crimean War. 
All widows coming within these conditions 
and now surviving are, so far asis known to 
the Commissioners, in receipt of perma- 
nent allowances. Under the extended 





* See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixxxvi., page 1508. 
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powers given to them in 1897 the Com- 

| missioners have applied the surplus of the 
: Fund to the relief of 936 widows 
of soldiers and sailors having Crimean 
war service who were not eligible 
for relief under the Commission’s. 
earlier powers. The Commissioners are, 
I understand, obtaining an actuarial 
valuation of their funds, with a view to 
considering the possibility of increasing. 
this number. They believe, however, 
that the number of widows of Crimean 
soldiers surviving far exceeds that which 
they can hope to assist. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Are not the: 
Crimean veterans in Irish workhouses. 
, entitled to money out of this fund ? 
Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Oh, of course the 
workhouse is good enough for them ! 


Questions. 


VOLUNTEER AMMUNITION IN 
ABERDEEN. 

Mr. MACONOCHIE (Aberdeenshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War if arrangements can be made to 
hold a stock of ammunition for volunteers 

in the county of Aberdeen. 


Lorp STANLEY: Every volunteer 
unit holds at its own headquarters a 
stock of ammunition proportionate to its 
strength. 


IMPERIAL TROOPS TO 
AUSTRALIA. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
how much has been paid to the Colonial 
Governments in reference to the visit 
of Imperial troops to Australia; and 
whether any, and, if so, what portion of the 
expense of the visit has been paid by the 
Colonial Governments. 


*Lorp STANLEY: No payment has 
been made to the Colonial Governments in 
this connection, as the Imperial troops 
are to be the guests of the Colonies 
during their visit. 


VISIT OF 


ROYAL PATRIOTIC FUND RETURN. 

Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
when the Return, Royal Patriotic Fund, 
, voted 14th December last, will be pre- 
sented to the House and circulated to 
| Members. 
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*LorD STANLEY : The Return will be 
ready very shortly. 


Questions. 


ARMY CONTRACTS—TEMPORARY 
SECRECY AS TO PRICES. 

CotonEL NOLAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether, 
having regard to the fact that the records 
of the War Office and of the Committees 
of this House show that in past wars 
secret contracts have opened the door to 
corruption and to excessive profits for 
middlemen, the statement of the Financial 
Secretary that the price of horses pur- 
chased in Ireland during the past year is 
to remain a State secret forms a portion 
of the policy of secrecy in all contracts, 
or does this secrecy extend only to the 
price of horses or the price of Irish 
horses, 


*Lorp STANLEY: The purchase of 
horses is not made by contract, and it is 
not considered to the public interest to 
publish the prices while the present pur- 
chases continue. 


ROMAN CATHOLIC 
THE NAVY. 


Mr. M‘FADDEN (Donegal, E.): I beg | 


to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 


whether his attention has been called to. 
the Pastoral Letter to the Archbishops | 
and Bishops of Ireland, assembled in | 
National Synod at Maynooth last year, in | 


which they complained that though 
Roman Catholic sailors were required to 


go to every quarter of the globe and to be | 


ready at all times to fight, no Roman 
Catholic priest is allowed to accompany 
them, and no proper provision is made for 
the practise of their religion; and 
whether the Government will take 
immediate steps to remedy this state of 
things by appointing Roman Catholic 
chaplains sutficient for the spiritual 
requirements of the Roman Catholics at 
present serving in His Majesty’s Navy. 


*THE SECRETARY to tHE ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-ForsTER, Belfast, 
W.): My attention has not been drawn 
to the letter referred to by the hon. 
Member, but the statement that no proper 
provision is made for the practise of their 
religion by Roman Catholic seamen in 
the Royal Navy is incorrect. Every 
possible facility, consistent with the 


exigencies of the Service, is accorded, and 
while it is impossible to place a Roman 
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| Catholic priest on board His Majesty's 
ships, provision is made at all ports where 

Roman Catholic missions exist to afford 
| Spiritual ministrations to the men. As 
| stated in my reply to the hon. Member 
| for Clare on Friday last, a Roman Catholic 
‘chaplain has been sent to China, whose 
services are in addition to those provided 
locally. The Admiralty is always ready 
| to consider, and, if possible, to give effect 
to any reasonable proposals which may be 

made with the object of providing for the 

spiritual welfare of men of all creeds serv- 
| ing in the fleet. 


| 
CoLonEL NOLAN : Is the hon. Gentle- 
man aware that an impression prevails in 
some quarters that a ship would sink if 
_there were a Catholic priest on board ? 


A NATIONALIST MEMBER: What 
greater difficulty is there in sending a 
Roman Catholic priest on board a man- 
of-war than there is in the case of a 
' Protestant ? 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The diffi- 
culty is to find accommodation for more 
chaplains than we already have. The 
Admiralty, too, are advised that more 
chaplains are not necessary. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Will 
the hon. Gentleman put himself in com- 
munication with Cardinal Logue ? 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : I cannot 
‘give any promise to communicate with 
any particular bishop or archbishop. 
| Cardinal Vaughan has been in consulta- 
‘tion with the Admiralty, and I under- 
stand that he represents the Roman 
| Catholic view. 


| Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: But 
| is it not the fact that most of the Catholic 
| sailors in the Navy are Irishmen, and in 
| view of that will the hon. Member com- 
'municate with Cardinal Logue ? 

| *Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No, Sir. 
I cannot give any such undertaking, 

| Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Then | 


| give notice I will raise this question on 
the Navy Estimates. 


Questions. 


COOPER’S HILL COLLEGE. 
Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, S.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether he will state the names of the 


Board of Visitors of Cooper’s Hill College 
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whorecommended thedismissal of the seven | 


professors of physics and engineering, also | 
of those who refused to make such a) 
recommendation ; what amount over and | 
above the maintenance of the college has | 
been received in students’ fees for the last | 
five years; what urgent reasons exist | 
calling for these dismissals in the midst of | 
the year’s course ; can he say how will | 
such a proceeding increase the efficiency 
of the college; and will he grant the 
inquiry asked for. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, | 
Ealing): The names of the members of | 
the Board of Visitors of Cooper’s Hill 
College who recommended the changes 
which have been decided upon, involving 
the retirement of certain of the present 
teaching staff, are as follows :—Sir Charles 
Crosthwaite, Sir William Preece, Sir | 
Alexander Rendel, Mr. Hugh Leonard, 
Colonel Pearson, Sir William Bisset, Sir 
Courtney Ilbert, and Sir John Welfe 
Barry. One member of the Board, Sir 
Douglas Fox, was absent on the Con- 
tinent, and gave no opinion ; otherwise 
the Board was unanimous. During the 
last five years the cost of maintaining the 
college exceeded the amount received as 
students’ fees to the extent of £7,719. I 
cannot within the limits of an answer to 
a question give the reasons for the decision 
which has been arrived at, but they may 
be found in the Papers, which ought 
before now to have been in the hands of 
Members. As the matter has been very 
fully considered by the highest competent 
authorities I do not propose to hold any 
further inquiry. 

Mr. O'MARA: Is it a fact that one 
member at least of the Board of Visitors 
who was stated to have recommended the 
dismissal of the professors has petitioned to 
have the inquiry granted ? 


Lorp G. HAMILTON : No, Sir. 


Mr. CHANNING: Will the noble} 
Lord see that the Papers are distributed 1 | 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: I have no! 
control over the printing, but I had 
hoped that several days ago the Papers 
would be printed by now and distributed. | 

Mr. O'MARA: Did not Sir Douglas 
Fox ask to have the inquiry granted 4 

Lorp G. HAMILTON: Sir Douglas | 
Fox was absent. | 
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Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
Will the Members be given the oppor- 
tunity of discussing this question ? 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: 


answer the question. 


I cannot 


BURMA JUDICIAL SERVICE. 


Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India if his attention has been called to 


the speech of the Lieutenant Governor 
/of Burma, at a recent Durbar, in which 


he said the time appears to have come for 
the establishment of a separate judicial 
service composed of judges both appellate 
and subordinate whose whole time would 


| be devoted exclusively to judicial work ; 


whether this statement was made on the 
initiative and approval of the Government 
of India ; and if it is in contemplation to 
introduce this reform in other parts of 


India. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: I have no 
information as to any proposals which 
may be under consideration for the estab- 
lishment of a separate judicial service 
for Burma. Such a proposal, however, if 
it were made and approved, would not 
introduce any new principle, but would 
merely have the effect of assimilating the 
practice in Burma to that which has been 
already adopted elsewhere. There are 
very few, if any parts of India where 
civil litigation is not dealt with by a 
separate agency from the executive and 
magisterial work. 


CHINA—THE LOOTING AT PEKING, 

Mr. O’SHEE (Waterford, W.): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether the articles seized 
by the British troops in Peking, with a 
view to restitution after peace is declared, 


'have been removed from the places or 


palaces where they were seized ; and, if 
so, whether these articles were left un- 
touched by the Russian troops during 
their prior occupation of the same places 


or palaces ; and, if so, on what grounds 


the British troops acted differently from 
the Russian troops. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The articles 
in question have not been seized, as the 
question implies, but put into safe custody 
by General Gaselee with a view to resti- 
tution to their owners when the war is 
over. I have no information as to what 
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has happened to all the other articles) Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I think 

which were in the palace when it was | the total was eighty-six millions odd. 

first occupied by the Russian troops. 

a | Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
| Thanet): Does that include part-manu- 

| factured goods ? 
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BRITISH TRADE STATISTICS— 
EXPORTS. | 
Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, Mr. GERALD BALFOUR was under- 
Central): I beg to ask the President of | Stood to reply in the negative. 
the Board of Trade if he can state the | 
total value in 1900 of the purchases by TIN PLATE INDUSTRY—AMERICAN 
the mother country of goods produced | DUTIES. 
within the British Empire, and of the Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: I beg to 
value of the goods made in England, | ask the President of the Board of Trade 
Wales, Scotland, and Ireland bought by | whether he is aware of the competition of 
the Empire, and of the value of the the tin plate works in the United States 
goods bought of and sold to foreign | of America, supported by their tariff 
countries. | with the tin plate works in South Wales, 


THE PRESIDENT or tur BOARD or and of the danger of this industry being 


TRADE (Mr. GeraLp Ba.Lrour, Leeds, 
Central) : The declared value of the im- 
ports of merchandise (that is, not includ- 
ing bullion and specie) from British 
possessions in 1900 was £110,099,117, 
and from foreign countries £413,436,422. 
The declared value of the exports of 


lost to the people of the Principality; 
and whether he can make representation 
to the Government of the United States 
of America with a view to induce them 
to reduce their duty on tin plates enter- 
ing their country. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, Sir, 


British and Irish produce from the United J] am aware of the competition between 
Kingdom to British possessions in the the tin plate works in the United States 
same year was £94,322,232, and to and the tin plate works in South Wales. 
foreign countries £197,129,074. The It is satisfactory, however, that while the 
figures are subject to revision on final | exports of tin plate to America have 
examination of the accounts. declined, those to other countries have 
increased in recent years. Discretion as 
IMPORTS OF FOREIGN regards the suggestion in the last para- 
FACTURES. graph rests with the Foreign Office, but 
Sirk HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to I have no reason to suppose that any 
ask the President of the Board of Trade | TePresentations from this country to the 
if he can inform the House what the total , United States Government with a view 
value of the import of goods manufactured % 4 reduction of the duty on tin plate 
by foreign labour was in 1900, and how | would be likely to have any result. 
much revenue to the public a tax of ten) g§7p HOWARD VINCENT: Will the 
per cent. thereon would produce. right hon. Gentleman urge the Chancellor 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It is not of the Exchequer to take fiscal measures 
possible to state the value of the import to protect this industry 
of goods manufactured by foreign labour, | [No answer was returned. ] 
the statistics compiled by the Customs | 


only showing the countries from which | os , : i ee Saal ai 
the goods were shipped, and not the DIRECT AND INDIRECT TAXATION. 


nationality of the labour employed in| Sm HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
their manufacture, which would be quite | ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer if 
impossible to arrive at in the case of | he can state the proportion of public 
goods made abroad from materials im- | revenue raised by direct taxation and the 


ported from this country in a half manu- | proportion raised by indirect taxation in 

factured condition. | the ge Ree ere the United States, 
sim HOWARD VINCENT: But did |*™™0® 40¢ Germany. 

not the imports of foreign manufactured | THE CHANCELLOR or 

goods last year exceed a hundred millions | CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks 

sterling ¢ 


MANU- 


THE EX- 
BEACH, 


nen, W.): For the year 1899-1900 
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direct taxation contributed 48°4 per 
cent. of the total tax revenue of the 
United Kingdom, as compared with 51°6 
per cent. from indirect taxation. I 
am afraid I cannot give the figures for 
foreign countries. I may, however, point 
out that, in the case of Federal Govern- 
ments, such as the United States or 
Germany, any comparison, unless very 
carefully made, would be apt to be mis- 
leading. 


TAPERING PIT PROPS AND BARS. 

Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
his attention has been called to a meeting 
of the North Staffordshire Institute of 
Mining Engineers, held at Hanley, on 
14th January, when Mr. W, N. Atkinson, 
one of His Majesty’s Inspectors of Mines, 
presided, and a discussion concerning a 
patent for tapering pit props and bars, 
taken out by Mr. H. Hepplewhite, one 
of His Majesty’s Inspectors of Mines, 
took place, when Mr. Atkinson spoke in 
favour of the patent and stated that the 
question of tapering props was one of 
economy and not one of safety, and that 
Mr. W. Statham stated tapering would 
be unsafe in some mines ; whether he has 
any information to show that some 
colliery companies have declined to 
recognise the validity of such Inspector's 
patent, and refuse to pay the royalties ; 


and whether, seeing that some colliery 
companies are paying the Inspector for 


such patent right, he will see that none 
of His Majesty’s Inspectors of Minesdevote 
their attention to matters other than those 
of the safety of the men, and take 
measures to prevent any of them receiving 
money from colliery companies. 

*THE SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Ritcui£z, Croydon): Nothing had been 
heard of this matter in the Home 
Office until the hon. Member’s question 
appeared on the Paper. I _ have 
now made inquiries, and find that it is 
the case that Mr. Hepplewhite, an 
Assistant Inspector of Mines, has taken 
out a patent for tapered props and has 
formed a company to run it, also that the 
validity of the patent is disputed. With- 
out going so far as to say that no inspector 
may ever be interested in an invention, I 
think Mr. Hepplewhite’s interest in 
this patent is incompatible with his 


{26 FEBRUARY 1901} 


(Questions. 1196 


‘position as Inspector of Mines, and I 
have decided that he must abandon either 
the one or the other. I have, however, 
no reason to think that he has ever acted 
as inspector otherwise than properly and 
impartially. Mr. Atkinson, who has no 
interest in the matter, informs me that he 
did not speak in favour of the patent at the 
Institute of Mining Engineers. In my 
opinion he was perfectly justified in join- 
ing in the discussion on the subject of 
tapered props. 


GUN LICENCES. 

Mr. JOHN GORDON (Londonderry, 
S.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department whether, with 
the view of preventing accidents and 
increasing the revenue, the Government 
will introduce legislation to compel the 
purchasers of pistols and revolvers to 
exhibit their gun licences before buying 
firearms from dealers. 

*Mr. RITCHIE: I cannot make any 
promise as to legislation on this subject. 


THE JURY SYSTEM. 

Mr. JOHN GORDON: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home De- 
partment whether, in view of the dissatis- 
faction among jurors, the Home Office 
will consider the advisability of intro- 
ducing at an early date adequate reform 
of the present system. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I cannot give any 
promise as to the introduction of legisla- 
tion on this subject. 


METROPOLITAN POLICE PAY. 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.): 

I beg toask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether he will re- 
‘consider the question of increased pay for 
the metropolitan police constables so far 
as to make the entire increase granted 
pensionable, instead of granting one-half 
in the shape of a lodging allowance, 
especially as the allocation of one-half the 
increase in the latter form has caused dis- 
satisfaction among those who do not_par- 
ticipate owing to their being lodged in the 

police station houses. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Beyond pointing out 
that the statement that half the increased 
pay for the Metropolitan Police Force has 

| been given in the shape of a lodging 
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allowance does not accurately represent 
the facts, I can only say that I am not 
prepared to reconsider the decision to 
which I came after going into the question 


Questions. 


very fully and carefully in all its bearings, | 
and which I hold to meet fully the cir- | 


cumstances of the case. 


CarTAIN NORTON (Newington, W.): 


Is it not the fact that the increase given | 


to the City Police is wholly pensionable ? 
Why should not the Metropolitan Police 
be treated in the same way ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


VACCINATION—THE CONSCIENTIOUS | 


OBJECTOR. 


*Sir JOHN ROLLESTON (Leicester) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether, in view of 
the fact that by the working of the 
conscientious objector’s clause in The 
Vaccination Act, 1898, loss of time and 


money are inflicted upon poor people | 
objecting to vaccination by having to. 


attend a police court and pay fees for a 


certificate, and in view of the fact that | 


numbers of working people still neither 
have their children vaccinated nor obtain 
certificates, and of the increase in the 
number of vaccinations claimed as the 
result of that Act, he will, during the 
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| OVERCROWDING IN EAST LONDON. 


__ Mr. THOMAS DEWAR (Tower 

Hamlets, St. George’s): I beg to ask the 
_ President of the Local Government Board 
if he is aware of the difficulty of proving 
cases of overcrowding in houses occupied 
| by aliens in East London; and whether 
_ he will consider the desirability of amend- 
_ing the Public Health Act, 1891 (London), 
in such a manner as to allow sanitary 
authorities to enter houses at any hour 
without applying for a _ magistrate’s 
warrant. 


Questions. 


| Mr. WALTER LONG: I am not sure 
what is the precise nature of the difficulty 
to which my hon. friend refers ; but if 
he will bring under my notice any _par- 
ticular instanees in which that difficulty 
has been experienced, I shall be happy to 
consider what alteration, if any, in the law 
may be desirable. 


RATES ON AGRICULTURAL LAND. 

Mr. SPEAR (Devonshire, Tavistock) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether, in granting 
the Return as to Rates on Agricultural 
Land which stands on the Paper for to- 
day, he will include in the Return a state- 
ment showing the sum paid to each union 
in lieu of one-half of the rates on agricul- 
tural land in each union. 


present session, introduce a Bill to com- | 


pletely eliminate the principle of compul- 
sion from the Vaccination Acts. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
LonG, Bristol, S.): The reply to the 


question of my hon. friend can only be in | 


the negative. 


VACCINATION RETURNS. 

Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY (Derbyshire, 
Chesterfield): I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board whether 
he will grant the Return respecting Vac- 
cination which stands on to-day’s Paper. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Some of the 
information desired could not be given 
at the present time. Particulars as to 
the expenditure out of the rates in respect 
of vaccination in each financial year are 
given in the Local Taxation Returns 
relating to that year; and it does not 
seem necessary that a special Return 
should be granted, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: For reasons 
similar to those which I gave yesterday 
in reply to a question by my hon. friend, 
the Member tor East Somerset, I regret 
that I am unable to grant the Return now 
asked for. 


ABERDEEN POST OFFICE BUILDINGS. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): I beg 
to ask the First Commissioner of Works 
whether the revised plans for the erection 
of a new post office in Aberdeen have 
now been finally settled; when it is in- 
tended to begin work on the erection of 
this new post office ; and, what sum it is 

intended to allot to this work in the Esti- 
mates for the coming financial year. 


THe FIRST COMMISSIONER oF 
WORKS (Mr. AKERS DovuGLas, Kent, St. 
Augustine’s) : Revised sketch plans were 
sent by me to the Postmaster General on 
the 17th December last for his observa- 
tions. I have stated that I cannot under- 
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take that the work can be commenced | 


before the middle of this year, and I am 
afraid it is not inmy power, at present, to 
give the right hon. Gentleman any more 
definite information on that point. The 
sum of £4,000 is taken in the Estimates | 
ofthe coming financial year for proceed- 
ing with the work. This was as much as 
I thought I was likely to be able to 
spend. 


TRUST FRAUDS. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney General if he can state 
how many cases of a breach of trust, to 
the prejudice of the widow and the orphan 
or other beneficiary, engaged in 1900 the 
attention of the High Court of Justice ; 
and what steps he proposes to take 
against this class of fraud, and to bring 
to the notice of the public about to settle 
moneys or create trust deeds that the 
Judicial Trustees Act, 1896, enables them 
to appoint a judicial trustee under the 
supervision of the Court. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: A great 
many cases of breach of trust of the nature 
referred to in the question have engaged 
the attention of the Courts in the year 
1900. Their number could be ascer- 
tained, if at all, only by a long and 
troublesome inquiry. The Government 
have under consideration a measure for | 
amending the Larceny Act with regard 
to frauds by agents. The fact that the 
Judicial Trustee Act, 1896, stands on the 
Statute-book is, of course, well known. | 
The attention of the public can be) 
further called to it only through the usual | 
channels of information or by means of | 
such questions as that put by my hon. 
and gallant friend. 


ENGLISH JURY PANELS. | 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask Mr. Attorney General if he can 
state the number of cases in which jurors 
have, during the last fifty years, been 
ordered by the Crown to stand by with- 
out cause shown in England. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: I find on 
inquiry that it is impossible to give the | 
particulars asked for, as no record has 
been kept of the cases. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: May I) 
inquire if it is possible that a single case | 
cannot be given 4 
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Str ROBERT FINLAY: Undoubtedly 
there have been cases. There is not the 
slightest question as to the existence of 
the power, which was settled so long ago 
as 1807 in a case to which both Lord 
Campbell and Lord Chief Justice Cock- 
It is exercised and 
will be exercised whenever it is required 
in the interests of justice. 


|__Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 

| Will the hon. and learned Gentleman give 
/us the benefit of his own experience ? 
Can he tell the House, from his own ex- 
perience, how often he has seen this prac- 


Questions. 


| tice exercised in the English Courts ? 


Sirk ROBERT FINLAY: My practice 


| in the Criminal Courts has been so limited 


that I am afraid my experience would be 
of very little value. 


MAIDSTONE ELECTION. 

Mr. CAINE: I beg toask Mr. Attorney 
General if he is considering the cases of 
bribery scheduled in the Judges’ Report 
to the House on the Maidstone Election 
with a view to the prosecution of the 
offenders. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: Yes, Sir. 


Mr. CAINE: I beg toask Mr. Attorney 
General if the persons who are electors 
and who were scheduled by the Judges 


'in their Report to the House on the 


Maidstone Election Petition for giving 
and receiving bribes will be eligible to 
vote in the election now in progress. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: No, Sir. 


TELEGRAPH FORMS. 

LievuT. - COLONEL PRYCE - JONES 
I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, if he will 
state when the contract for the supply of 
the paper used for telegrams is terminable ; 
and whether, on the termination of the 
present contr act, the Postmaster General 
will arrange for the supply of paper of a 
more durable and substantial character. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- 
The contract 
for the supply of the delivered telegram 
forms is for one year from the Ist ultimo, 
and continues until determined by six 
'months notice. The Postmaster General 
‘has not received any complaints of the 
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quality of the paper used for the forms 
issued to provincial offices. It seems on 
the whole to be fairly suitable for the 
purpose, and in view of the large number 
(upwards of 75,000,000) used, the cost of 
effecting any material improvement would 
be considerable ; but he will give further 
consideration to the question before 
another contract is entered into. 


WELSH-SPEAKING POSTMASTERS. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether he is aware that 
inconvenience is frequently caused in 
Wales by the appointment of postmasters, 
not able to speak Welsh, in districts 
where a large proportion of the inhabi- 
tants transact their business in Welsh ; 
and whether he will state whether it is 
the practice of the Department, when 
making such appointments, to issue the 
advertisement in such a form as to as- 
certain the qualifications of the candidates 
upon this point. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : It 
is the practice of the Department when 
making appointments to postmasterships 
at places where a knowledge of Welsh is 
necessary to ascertain that the candidate 
whom it is proposed to appoint possesses 
such knowledge. 

AND BELFAST MAIL 
TRAINS. 

Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that on the Great 
Northern Railway, Ireland, third class 
passenger carriages are not attached to 
the limited mail trains between Dublin 
and Belfast ; whether he can state what 
is the reason of this exemption on the 
Great Northern Railway, who have a 
monopoly of the train service of the north- | 
east portion of Ireland; and whether 
he will take steps to have third class 
passenger carriages attached to the limited | 
mail trains on the Great Northern Kail- 
way, as is the case on the other lines of 
railways in Ireland. 


DUBLIN 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
question as to what passenger carriages | 
should be attached to the trains referred | 
to is not one for the Postmaster General | 


He has no right to interfere | 


to consider. 


{COMMONS} 


1202 


Questions. 


with the discretion of the company in 
this matter. 


Mr. DALY: But when the Govern- 
ment arrange their mail contracts do they 
not make special stipulations with regard 
to the trains ? 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 


am not aware of it. 


MR. JERMYN’S CASTLECOVE ESTATE. 
Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 


that seven tenants on the estate of Mr. 
E. L. Jermyn, in the electoral division of 
Castlecove, county Kerry, served origi- 
nating notices, with the consent of the 
landlord and agent, to have judicial rents 
fixed by court valuers for 25th March, 
1899, and that these cases have not yet 
been dealt with; and whether he will 
take steps to have valuers sent to value 
the land. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): I am 
informed that in six out of the seven cases 
referred to a revision of the tenement 
valuation became necessary under the 
provisions of the Local Government Act 
before judicial rents could be fixed, and 
that until this revision, which was only 
recently completed, was performed, the 
Land Commissioners were not in a posi- 
tion to refer the consents to the valuers. 
All the cases will now be dealt with, 
with the least possible delay. 


AND KINGSCOURT 
WAY SCHEME. 
Mr. DALY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that a Bill 
was passed through Parliament last year 
empowering the making of a line of rail- 


ARMAGH RAIL- 


| way between Armagh and Kingscourt in 


Ireland, and making a competing route 


| with the Great Northern Railway between 


Armagh and Dublin; and that the pro- 


'moters of the line of railway between 


Armagh and Kingscourt have sold their 


_ rights to make the line of railway between 
| Kingscourt and Armagh, which, if carried 
| out, would give a monopoly to the Great 


Northern Railway Company, which all 
the public bodies along the entire route 
protest against; and whether, under 
Clause 17 of the Agricultural and 








1903 
Techr 


preve 
motel! 
Railw 
which 
impor 
distri¢ 


TH 
IREL 
N.): ! 
friend 
matte! 
not o 
Agrict 
Sectio 


HO}k 


Mr. 
Secret 
land 
the R 
twenty 
stallior 
registe 
of Agi 
only f 
Connai 
to Leir 
that a 
be cor 
Ulster 
seems | 


Mr. 
the Re 
ber of 
allottec 
the e 
thorou; 
vince. 
has obi 
local co 
past h 
grants 
list. of 
in Irela 
there vy 
ster, 32 
The ar 
and al 
previou 


FAIR FE 

MR. ¢ 
Chief § 
of Irelar 
Sub-Cor 
be held 


sions in 





of 
of 
ll 


ill 





1903 


Technical Act, he will take any steps to 
prevent an arrangement between the pro- 
moters of the Kingscourt and Armagh 
Railway and the Great Northern Railway, 
which, if carried out, would injure an 
important manufacturing and agricultural 
district between Armagh and Kingscourt, 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, Londonderry, 
N.): [At the request of my right hon. 
friend I will reply to this question. The 
matter to which the question relates is 
not one in which the Department of 
Agriculture have power to intervene under 
Section 17 of the Act of 1899. 


Questions. 


HORSE BREEDING IN IRELAND. 
Mr. DALY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 


land whether he can state how it is that | 


the Royal Dublin Society, in offering 
twenty-five premiums of £100 each for 
stallions eligible for inclusion in the 
register of the Department of the Board 
of Agriculture in Ireland, have allotted 
only four premiums to Ulster, six to 
Connaught, eight to Munster, and seven 
to Leinster ; and whether he will direct 
that a re-arrangement of the premiums 
be considered with a view of giving 
Ulster a larger number, to which she 
seems entitled. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am informed by 


the Royal Dublin Society that the num- | 


ber of premiums for thoroughbred sires 
allotted to each province is based upon 
the extent to which breeding from 
thoroughbreds is carried on in each pro- 
vince. This knowledge the Society 
has obtained through the agency of their 
local committees, which for several years 
past have administered horse breeding 
grants in each county. The Society’s 
list of registered thoroughbred stallions 
in Ireland for the year 1900 shows that 
there were 93 in Leinster, 63 in Mun- 
ster, 32 in Connaught, and 13 in Ulster. 
The arrangements are revised annually, 
and altered as the experience of the 
previous year may suggest. 


FAIR RENTS IN COUNTY LONGFORD. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he can state when the next 
Sub-Commissions for fixing fair rents will 
be held in Longford, and when the deci- 
sions in first and second statutory terms of 
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cases heard in Longford recently will b® 
given. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hearing of a 
| list containing cases from the Unions of 
| Granard, Longford, and Ballymahon will 
| be commenced at Granard on the 12th 
|instant. Judgment will probably be de- 
|livered in the cases heard at the last 
Longford sittings in the course of a 
| couple of weeks. 


Questions. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: When will the 
next sittings be held in Longford ? 


I cannot answer 


| Mr. WYNDHAM: 
that without notice. 


SLIGO COUNTY COUNCIL—THE COURT 
HOUSE FLAG. 

Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, 8.) ; I beg to ask- 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware that 
a body of police entered the courthouse 
of Sligo, in July, 1899, and took by force 
therefrom a green flag, the property of 
the Sligo County Council ; that some of 
the councillors assembling for the trans- 
action of the business of the county were 
/assaulted on the occasion ; that the flag 
| still remains in the possession of the 
| police ; and whether, in view of the fact 
that green flags were universally displayed 
in London on last St. Patrick’s Day, he 
will order the restoration of the flag in 
question to its rightful owners, and allow 
it to be displayed during the sittings of 
the council. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Perhaps I may be 
allowed to answer this question. I have 
not as yet received any report in refer- 
ence to it, but my recollection is that 


the matter referred to was fully 
discussed in the House in the session 
before last, when it appeared that 


the county council acted illegally and 
improperly, that ten police seized and 
removed the flag by order of the High 
Sheriff, the legal custodian of the court- 
house, that no unnecessary force was used 
by the police, and no assault committed 
by them, save what were unavoidable in 
the discharge of this duty. The flag still 
remains in the possession of the police. 
The answer to the last two questions is in 
the negative. 


Mr. O’DOWD: Is it not the fact that 
_ that flag was not raised at all ? 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
RETURN. 

Mr. O’DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he will grant 
the Return, under the heading Local 
Government (Ireland), standing on to-day’s 
Paper. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: A Return was 
laid on the Table in the session of 1898 
(No. 237 of that year) which contains all 
the information required in the first part 
of the hon. Member’s proposed Return. 
The information desired in the second 
and fourth paragraphs .of the Notice can 
be given. I am in correspondence with 
the Local Government Board on the ad- 
visability of granting a comprehensive 
Return of the salaries of officials before 
and after the passing of the Act of 1898, 
and I will advise the hon. Member when I 
am in possession of the facts. Perhaps the 
hon. Member for East Donegal will take 
these observations as applying equally to 
the Return on the same subject which 
stands in his name. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION 
RETURN. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he will grant the Return of 
the Irish Land Commission standing on 
the Paper of to-day. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The date Feb- 
ruary, 1900, under the first heading 
of the Notice is clearly a mistake for 
February, 1901. A Return was pub- 
lished in July last. Since then I am in- 
formed that but one lay assistant com- 
missioner has been appointed, to whom a 
further Report in continuation of that 
granted last session would now apply. 
Under the circumstances it is hardly 
desirable to issue a further printed 
Return at present. I have, however, 
forwarded to the hon. Member particulars 
regarding this one gentleman in the 
form indicated. 


“DAY OF 
AND 


GENERAL 
WICK- 


THE RECENT 
MOURNING ”—POLICE 
LOW SHOPKEEPERS. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that the police ordered the 
publicans of Roundwood and Lara, county 
Wicklow, to keep their shops closed on | 
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/Saturday, 2nd February, and whether 
they acted on their own initiative, or 
upon instructions received from a superior 
officer, and under what statute are the 
Irish Constabulary entitled to order the 
closing of public-houses on an ordinary 
weekday. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: This question only 
appeared on the Paper this morning for 
the first time, and as local inquiry is 
necessary I must ask the hon. Member 
to repeat it on Thursday next. 


Questions. 


LIMERICK CLERK OF THE PEACE 

Mr. OSHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland will he 
explain why, on the appointment of the 
present Clerk of the Crown and Peace for 
the county and city of Limerick, his 
salary was fixed at the same amount as 
his predecessor, while those of the officials 
in the office were reduced. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The salary of the 
present Clerk of the Crown and Peace for 
the county and city of Limerick bas not 
been fixed at the same amount paid to his 
predecessor. The salary of the present 
holder of the office is £900 a year, that 
of the late officer was £950 a year. The 
Government have no concern with the 
appointment of officials subordinate to the 
Clerk of the Crown and Peace and have 
no voice in the salaries paid to them. 


COMMISSION OF THE PEACE FOR 
SOUTH ARMAGH. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, S.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he will 
grant the Return respecting the Com- 
mission of the Peace in South Armagh, 
which stands on Monday’s Paper. 


Mr. WYNDHAM.: I shall be happy 
to supply the hon. Member with all 
available information on the subject in 
answer to a question, if he will place one. 
_on the Paper for next Monday. It is 
unnecessary to incur the expense of em- 
bodying the information in a formal 
Parliamentary Paper. 


CHAIRMAN OF THE IRISH BOARD 


OF WORKS. 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
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aware that the Chairman of the Board of 
Works (Ireland) has resigned his position ; 
and can he say if Mr. Robertson resigned 
on the termination of his engagement or 
on what other grcunds, and whether his 
resignation has been accepted. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Mr. Robertson has 
not resigned. The period of his appoint- 
ment will expire on the 31st of March 
next. 


SALARIES OF COUNTY OFFICIALS IN 
WEXFORD. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he will 
state the result of the appeals of the 
county Wexford County Council against 
the orders of the Local Government 
Board for Ireland increasing the salaries 
of certain county officials in county 


Wexford. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am informed 
that the Court of Appeal has reversed the 
decision of the Court of King’s Bench, and 
quashed the Orders made by the Local 
Government Board. 


Mr. FLAVIN: What effect will the 
judgment have on other counties in Ire- 
land ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 
does not arise out of the question. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
decision of the Irish Court of Appeal, 
delivered en the 25th instant in the case 
of the Wexford County Council against 
the Local Government Board (Ireland), 
will apply to all cases in which the wishes 
and decisions of other county councils in 
Ireland were similarly overborne by the 
Local Government Board 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The judgment of 
the Court of Appeal only decides the four 
cases from county Wexford. If there are 
other cases in which county councils are 
dissatisfied with the awards of the Local 
Government Board the councils will, no 
doubt, act on legal advice as to their 
position under all circumstances. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman not accept the 
decision, and thus refrain from putting 


That 


the county councils to the expense of | 


appeals ? 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The decision is a 
very important one, and the Local Govern- 
ment Board would do well to take a few 
days to consider it. 


SPENCER gDOCK, DUBLIN. 

Mr. KENNEDY (Westmeath, N.): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether he is aware that the 
lock gates at Spencer Dock, Dublin, con- 
necting the Royal Canal with the Liffey, 
have fallen down owing to their rotten 
condition, and thereby emptied the docks, 
causing traflic on the Royal Canal to be 
suspended, to the loss and inconvenience 
of the boatowners and traders who use 
the canal, although the renewal of these 
gates and new stone sills was ordered 
by General Hutchinson, K.C.B., who in- 
spected this canal, and again by Sir 
Francis Marindin, C.B., who inspected 
the canal; and if the Board of Works 
will again instruct one of their inspectors 
to examine the canal, with a view of com- 
pelling the Midland Great Western Rail- 
way Company to carry out the works 
ordered by the Board of Trade, so that 
the traflic may be resumed on the canal. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 


lock gates have not fallen down nor 
have the docks been emptied. In the 


afternoon of the 15th inst. a piece of 
iron accidentally got into a_ position 
which obstructed the proper closing of 
the lock gates. This caused a lowering 
of water in the dock and a temporary 
interference with traffic. The matter 
was put right by the morning of the 
16th inst., and traffic was then resumed. 
The renewal of those gates and sills was 
not ordered by General Hutchinson or 
Sir Francis Marindin. 


STATE OPENING OF PARLIAMENT. 
Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck): On behalf of the hon. 


Member for Durham, Chester-le-Street, 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether the terms of reference 
to the proposed Joint Committee to 
inquire into the arrangements made at 
the opening of Parliament will be so 
framed as to make it possible for the 
Committee to take into consideration the 
accommodation for the Press. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think there 


can be no doubt that the terms of 
reference to the Committee would allow 
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them, indeed almost oblige them, to con- 
sider the matter referred to in the 
question. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE 
(GOVERNMENT BUSINESS). 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I rise to make 
the motion, “ That Government business 
have precedence this day and to-morrow 
of all other business.” Perhaps it would 
he well to remind the House that, though 
the resolution is very accurately stated 
from a technical point of view, it really is, 
in substance, rather a misleading resolu- 
tion. The resolution is not to facilitate 
Government business in the ordinary 
sense of the word. It really is to facili- 
tate the task of the critics of the Govern- 
ment and give those critics wider oppor- 
tunities for exercising their rights. We 
ask no privileges or advantages for Gov- 
ernment legislation. The motion is 
simply aimed at enabling us to get 
through absolutely necessary Supply 
before March 31st. 


Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, Hagger- 
ston): I rise to a point of order. 
Several hon. Members are afraid that if 
this motion is carried it will deprive 
them of their opportunity to-morrow. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is not a point 


of order. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Member had better wait and hear what 
I have to say. [am making the motion 
in this unusual form because I am getting 
somewhat alarmed as to the amount 


of time which will be available for deal- | 
This | 


year March 31st falls on a Sunday, so | 


ing with Supply before that date. 


that that day and March 30th are not 
available for dealing with Supply before 
the end of the financial year. It will 
therefore be necessary to introduce the 
Appropriation Bill upon Monday, March 
25th. If that were done, the Second 


Reading would be taken on Tnesday, | 


March 26th, the Committee stage, on 
which no discussion can take place, on 
Wednesday, March 27th, and the Third 
Reading on March 28th. It would, I 
believe, be possible to defer the First 


Reading to Tuesday, March 26th, but if 
that were done, private Members would 
he deprived of Wednesday for the discus- 
sion of private Members’ Bills. because | 
| 
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the Second Reading would fall on that 
day. I therefore take Monday, March 
25th. Before and including March 25th, 
we shall have fifteen days only for the 
discussion, in the first place, of the Civil 
Service, the Navy, and the Army Sup- 
plementary Estimates, and, in the second 
place, for getting the Speaker out of 
the chair and obtaining Vote A and 
Vote 1 of the two spending Depart- 
ments and a Vote on Account. All 
these financial operations must be got 
through before the Appropriation Bill 
is introduced; and in addition to that 
we have, out of the fifteen days, to find 
one—which will, I think be an early one 

on which the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer will make his statement on the 
subject of the Civil List in connection 
with the appointment of the Committee 
by which that Civil List is to considered 
and discussed in the first instance. That 
practically reduces us to fourteen days 
for the discussion of all that financial 
business. I wish I could think fourteen 
days was an excessive calculation ; but 
I tind that last year we took sixteen 
nights to get through the corresponding 
business of last year, and there were not 
last year, as unfortunately there are this 
year, large Navy Supplementary Votes to 
| consider in addition to Civil Service and 
Army Supplementary Votes. I am sorry 
to say that the Supplementary Votes this 
year are rather formidable in their amount. 
There are, I believe, over £1,000,000 
Civil Service Supplementary Estimates, 
over £1,000,000 Navy Supplementary 
Estimates, and over £3,000,000 Army 
Supplementary Estimates. The mere 
|magnitude of a Vote is, I know, no 
certain index of the amount of discussion 
it will legitimately provoke ; but when I 
look at the figures I feel it is not improb- 
able that the House will wish to devote 
quite as much, if not more, time this 
year to the discussion of the Supple- 
mentary Estimates as it did last year and 
on some preceding occasions. That 
|is not all. The operation of getting the 
| Speaker out of the chair for Naval and 
| Military Supply is the proper and the 





| best occasion on which to discuss those 
large questions of policy raised by the 
statements of the Ministers responsible 
for these two great Departments ; and, as 
we have made no secret that we have 
| proposals to make with regard to the 
| Army, I cannot doubt that the House will 
desire very full opportunity for consider- 
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ing and discussing the statement of my! road is made _ necessary 


right hon. friend the Secretary of State 
for War. And, as there is a large increase 
on the Naval Estimates of the preceding 
year, I doubt not that on the Naval Vote 
also discussion will be asked for, and no 
doubt will be required. In these circum- 
stances, I think the House, not at all in 
the interests of the Government, but in 
the interests of its own rights of criticis- 
ing the Government, should do all it ean, 
as I am sure it will, to help us to find 
time for dealing within the legal limits 
with this large mass of financial business. 
But I do not see how that important 
end can be attained unless the House will 
allow us to start upon this work on Thurs- 
day next with, as it were, a clear run 
before us. It is for this reason that I 
have asked the House to allow us at the 
conclusion of the debate on the Address 
immediately to set to work upon those 
preparatory resolutions without which we 
cannot deal with this mass of financial 
business. I need hardly say that I am 
very anxious not to interfere with the 
discussion of the private Bill which stands 
first to-morrow, and I see no reason 
any such interference should take place. 
I am very anxious not to interfere with 
the discussion of private Members’ Bills. 
If [ have convinced the House that we 
come forward and ask for no privileges to 
advance our own particular business, if 
we make no request to monopolise the 
time of the House beyond keeping up 
with our own particular business—if the 
House is satisfied, as I hope it is, that I 
am asking nothing beyond the time 
necessary to carry our financial proposals 
—tken I think we ought to be able to do 
all the business on the Paper in the course 
of this evening, leaving to-morrow quite 
clear for the purpose desired by the hon. 
Member in charge of the Bill. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Government business have prece- 
dence this day and to-morrow of all other 
business.”— (Mr. 4. J. Balfour.) 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): The formidable and, I 
would say, beyond all doubt the unprece- 
dented inroad which the right hon. 
(rentleman proposes to make upon the 
opportunities for free and full discussion 
in this House—that inroad the right hon. 
Gentleman bases on what he calls the 
exigencies of the situation. But this in-, 
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not by the 
exigencies of the situation, but because 
the Government have failed to appreciate 
and provide for those exigencies. There 
is not a cireumstance that the right hon. 
Gentleman has referred to that was not 
in the knowledge of every Member of 
this House weeks and weeks ago. To 
begin with, he knew, and we knew, that 
there was to be and that there must be a 
very full opportunity for debate under 
the present circumstances on the Address 
in reply to the Speech from the Throne. 
That was the distinct and clear under- 
standing on all hands. The zight hon. 
Gentleman knew the day of the week on 
which the Ist of April falls; even that 
the Government might have known after 
careful inquiry. The financial position 
in which they must find themselves was 
well known. It was well known to all of 
us that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
would have a heavy task to undertake to 
meet and set in order the financial re- 
quirements of this year and next year, 
The only element of novelty in the whole 
range of circumstances to which I refer 
is the question of the settlement 
of the Civil List ; and surely the appoint- 
ment of a Committee for that purpose 
need not occupy any long space of time. 
So that the question which every Member 
is entitled to ask is—‘ Why did you not 
foresee this position? Why did you not 
call Parliament together earlier?” It 
was even contemplated, I understand, to 
‘all Parliament together later still, but 
that project was fortunately abandoned ; 
and now we are in that position in which 
many of us foresaw that the proceedings 
of the Government would land us. We 
are to discuss all these important questions 
—these Supplementary Estimates, so 
large and important, the Civil Service 
Estimates, the Estimates for the Naval 
and Military services, the general scheme 
of Army reform, which the Government 
is to put forward, the Estimates for next 
year—we are to discuss these and many 
other things in a helter-skelter fashion, 
and we know we shall be told that if we 
do not cut the debate short no time will 
be left for the completion of the necessary 
business. In the difficulty in which we 
are landed it is not easy to see how some- 
thing of this kind is to be avoided, and I 
agree with the right hon. Gentleman ; 
but my argument is that it is his fault 
that we are in this position. Even the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies must 
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see this when he thinks it over their own time as well as any additional 
more carefully. If the step 1 time which the House might assign to 


suggested, of calling Parliament together 
earlier, had been adopted, it would have, 
if not completely obliterated the difficulty, 
greatly modified the pressure on hon. 
Members. As things are, what can we 
do ? 
Government, which in itself does not 
seem to be a strange one under the cir- 
cumstances ; but there is one fact which 
arouses astonishment—the interference 
with Wednesdays. There was a complete 
understanding that no Wednesday was to 
be interfered with up to Easter. Mem- 
bers came to me on all sides who were 
desirous of introducing Bills and asked me 
if Wednesdays were likely to be available, 
and I said, I was given to understand 
that no Wednesday would be taken before 
Easter. Now the first Wednesday is to 
be taken or may be taken. I do not think 
that is in accordance with the arrange- 
ment which was made. I do not know 
how the matter stands with regard to 
to-morrow, because the right hon. Gentle- 
man says he may not require to take to- 
morrow. 
be contrary to the promise made. 


I never made 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
such a promise. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Oh, yes. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Just read the 
promise I made. 


Sir. H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
It was an understanding that no Wednes- 
day was to be taken up to Easter. 


*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER said he 
had had on many occasions to protest 


against arrangements such as _ this, 
and, therefore, on this occasion he 


wished to say why, in his opinion, the 
right hon. Gentleman was justified in 
taking the action he now _ proposed. 


In past years Governments were 
constantly getting into a fix with 


financial business of 
the House by devoting their time to 
the furthering of political measures ; they 
then came down and laid claim to the 
time of private Members for the purpose 
of disposing of the financial business. In 
this case, as he understood, the Govern- 
ment proposed to devote the whole of 


regard to the 


Sir LH, Campbell-Bannerman. 


We have the proposal of the | 


If to-morrow is taken it will 


them wholly to financial business, and to 
such an arrangement he had no objection 
to offer, as it avoided the misappropriation 
of the time to be taken from private 
members. Something had _ been said 
with regard to not taking Wednesdays, 
but he had always contended that 
if a demand was to be made on the 
time of private Members that demand 
ought to be a consistent one, and ought 
to affect the time of private Members 
fairly and squarely all round. He there- 
fore strongly urged the right hon. Gen- 
tleman not to be persuaded into giving up 
Wednesdays, on the public ground, and 
the public ground only, that the demand 
he had made was owing to the exigencies 
of the position in which the Government 
found themselves with regard to the 
essential financial business of the House. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): I do not know whether 
‘I correctly gathered what the right hon, 
| Gentleman meant to convey, but I cer- 
tainly understood the right hon. Gentle- 
|man to give a definite promise that to- 
/morrow should be devoted to the Bill 
down as the first order of the day, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is my 
hope and expectation. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I do 
not know in what sense that is meant, 
It rests with the Government, and [ hope 
I may take it that it is quite certain and 
clear that the Bill will be taken to- 
morrow. 


*Mr. YOXALL (Nottinghamshire, W.), 
in moving the amendment that the words 
“and to-morrow” should be omitted 
from the motion, said that this was the 
first Wednesday available before Easter, 
there were only five Wednesdays in all 
before Easter, and after Easter all 
Wednesdays became very precarious so 
far as private Members were concerned. 
If the motion was passed almost every 
shred of private Members’ time would 
be taken away in order to assist the 
Government. He had not long been a 
Member of the House, but he had sat 
long enough to see many of the rights— 
he would not say privileges—of the private 
Members taken away. He would not 
have grumbled so much had there been, 
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in his opinion, much necessity on the part 
of the Government to make this encroach- 
ment on private Members’ time, but the 
exigencies of the position must have been 
known both inside and outside the House 
for a considerable time. By the pro- 
posal to take every Tuesday before 
Easter balloting for Tuesdays for 
private Members’ resolutions became 
an elaborate and solemn farce, yet 
it was religiously gone through once 
a week, and the Speaker was compelled 
by the rules of the House to take part in 
it, which was, to say the least, undignified. 
The right hon. Gentleman, in order to 
take away every Tuesday, suggested that 
he might also take the first Wednesday 
when, instead of a private Bill of great 
importance that was to be brought for- 
ward being discussed, the House would 
have to discuss financial business and 
Supplementary Estimates, which might 
very weli have been discussed before the 
General Election. 


Business of 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My hon. friend 
may take it that I do not press for to- 
morrow. 


*Mr. YOXALL said the House was 
now asked to debate financial matters 
which they were aware might have been 
discussed during the brief session before 
Christmas, and in support of that abuse 
the right of private Members to bring for- 
ward private Bills, which very frequently 
resulted in most important legislation, was 
to be taken away. He protested against 
it, and he asked the House to support him 
in his protest. It was not a question of 
party, it was a question of the right of 
600 Members out of 670. The ballot had 
given him the opportunity to bring forward 
a Bill on Wednesday, and therefore he 
had been compelled to move the Amend- 
ment. On the following day a proposal was 
to come before the House of the greatest 
importance to half a million working men, 
who, with their wives and families, repre- 
sented 2,500,000 of the subjects of the 
King. Fate and the fortune of the ballot 
had given that one opportunity for bringing 
in this measure, and all the arrangements 
which had been made to test the question 
in the House were to be upset by the 
proposal of the right hon. Gentleman. 
He appealed to private Members on the 
Government side of the House to sup- 
port him in his Amendment. It would 


not mean the resignation of the Govern- , alone are to blame, 
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ment nor another General Election. Hon. 
Members could in this case vote according 
to their own consciences without turning 
out the Government or losing their seats. 
The right hon. Gentleman had expressed 
the hope that it might not be necessary to 
take Wednesday. He was perfectly con- 
vinced that it would be taken from private 
Members. If the right hon. Gentleman 
was in earnest in his desire not to take 
Wednesday, which was set down for the 
discussion of the Eight Hours Bill, would 
he at a reasonable hour that night ask 
the House to closure the debate on the 
Address, and then take the debate on the 
resolutions to which he had referred ? 


the House. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): I 
second the Amendment of my hon. friend 
with great pleasure. I join in the appeal 
to the Leader of the House that he should 
not disappoint the great national feeling 
with which the people have been looking 
forward to the debate on the Eight Hours 
Bill to-morrow. It is probably one of the 
most important labour questions that will 
come before the House during the present 
session. It has the first place for to- 
morrow, and I cannot imagine anything 
more mean for the Government to do, 
with several months before them for the 
transaction of business, than to commence 
this system of robbery so early in their 
Parliamentary career, and especially when 
that robbery takes effect in the way this 
motion would do. We have heard that 
something like half a million workers are 
concerned in this great movement. These 
men are engaged at the imminent risk of 
their lives every day. They are engaged 
in the production of the first necessity 
for British commerce, and without it 
commerce would come to a stand. 


*Mr. SPEAKERasked the hon. Member 
to confine his remarks to the question 
before the House. 


Mr. BROADHURST: Perhaps I did 
wander from the point, but my desire was 
to emphasise the importance of having a 
discussion on this to-morrow. | hope the 
Leader of the House will alter his mind 
in this particular ‘case, and accept the 
Amendment made by my hon. friend the 
Member for West Nottingham. If the 
Government are pressed hard for time for 
their financial business it is the fault of the 
Government themselves. They and they 
I quite understand 
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that this motion of the Leader of the 
House meets the views of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Isle of Thanet, 
because he is generally against legislation 
except upon one or two particular sub- 
jects. If the Government would bring in 
a Bill which he approves of, no doubt he 
would support it. I sincerely trust that 
the Leader of the House, with his usual 
good nature, and I might say good sense, 
will accept this Amendment without a 
division. There is no other Member 
of this House who would have dared to 
make this motion except the Leader of 
the House. His manner is so seductive 
that really the same appeal from the 
mouth of any other Member of the 
Government would have led to universal 
screams of execration from this side of 
the House. We are always prevented 
when the right hon. Gentleman makes 
an appeal from giving vent in the volume 
we would otherwise do to our indignation. 
! strongly support the Amendment of 
my hon. friend. 


Business of 


Amendment proposed -- 


“To leave out the words ‘and To-1,0rrow.’ ” 
—(Vr. Yourall.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
‘and To-morrow ’ stand part of the Ques- 
tion.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot help 
fecling that some Members of the House 
do not fully comprehend the purpose of 
my motion. Perhaps it is my own 
fault. There is no suggestion that to- 
morrow should be taken for Supply. We 
do not mean to take any business to- 
morrow except what remains over of the 
three first resolutions that stand on the 
Paper to-night. Ido not see any reason 
whatever why the debate on the Miners 
Eight Hours Bill should be materially 
curtailed by the resolution I have brought 
before the House. I trust that the 
debate on the Address will be through 
very shortly. The first resolution deals 
with a universal desire on the part of 
Members of the House, the second deals 
with a rule which has been, year after 
year, approved by the House, and the 
oniy change I have introduced is one 
which is in favour of the critics of the 
Government, 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The right 


hon. Gentleman need have no fear at all 
Mr. Broadhurst. 
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about the House not having understood 


the House. 


him on the previous occasion. I think 
so far as hon. Members on this side of 
the ‘House are concerned that they 
perfectly understood what he was pro- 
posing and that he was making an 
exceedingly adroit move. Nobody here 
desires to prevent the discussion of this 
important Bill which concerns so many 
of the labouring classes of the country. 
We should be all exceedingly sorry to 
take any action which would prevent the 
discussion of the Bill. He has tried to 
use that knowledge as a screw upon us 
to prevent us from insisting upon the 
proper discussion of the remaining Amend- 
ments to the Address and the proper 
discussion of his new resolutions. The way 
the matter stands is this—the right hon. 
Gentleman says to us, by putting Wednes- 
day into this resolution, “If you don’t 
conclude the debate on the Address to- 
night, and, in addition, if you do not to- 
night dispose of these three new resolutions, 
then I will take to-morrow away from the 
discussion of this important matter.” He 
is therefore making an adroit move to 
force us into the position either of 
scamping the proper discussion of the 
grave questions involved in these three 
resolutions, or of having the appear- 
ance of interfering with the  dis- 
cussion to-morrow of this important Bill. 
The debate on the Amendment to the 
Address which has been moved, or is to be 
moved, by the hon. Member for East Mayo, 
raises an aspect of affairs in South Africa 
which has not been adequately discussed 
since the House met, and only this morn- 
ing matters have transpired in the Papers 
laid on the Table, such as the corre- 
spondence between Lord Roberts and 
Louis Botha, which are of the utmost 
importance, and which have not been 
discussed at all. I think it would be a 
monstrous thing indirectly to put the 
screw upon us, so to speak, to prevent us 
having an adequate discussion of the 
Amendment of my hon. friend. I was 
astonished to hear the hon. Gentleman 
who moved the Amendment suggest that 
the debate on the Address should be 
closured at a convenient hour this even- 
ing, and that at ten or eleven o'clock to- 
night we could enter upon the task of 
discussing these three new resolutions 
with any hope of their being disposed of 
before the end of the sitting. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Leader of the House 
knows perfectly well that that kind of 








1219 


talk w 

resolut 

small A 

is in it 

revolu 

away a 

mainin 

raise d 
the ch 
Commi 
spectfu 
ought, 

an enti 

second 

arrange 
it has 

1896, | 
tainly, 

of the | 
us ney 

without 
veheme 
tion is 
Membe 
It is ric 
resoluti 
tion of | 
mover ( 
ment ar 
Opposit 
bility ar 
in this | 
terested 
get out 

would |} 
be for t 
for Eas 
in Sout 
this sitt 
should 

what I 
promise 
Govern 
importa 
the wh 
should | 
these th 
tions wh 
ing righ 
would h 
hon. Ger 
Address 
was his 
yesterda 
of opinic 
has been 
course I 
will ena 
in whicl 
course h 








1219 


talk will not deceive anybody. The first 
resolution, which he speaks of making a 
small Amendment on the Standing Orders, 
is in itself a most novel, and I would say 
revolutionary, proposal which sweeps 
away at one stroke one of the only re- 
maining privileges of private Members to 
raise discussion on Mr. Speaker leaving 


Business of 


the chair when the House goes into 
Committee of Ways and Means. I re- 


spectfully say that the first resolution 
ought, if properly discussed, to occupy 
an entire sitting of the House. Then the 
second resolution is one dealing with the 
arrangements about Supply, which, though 
it has been passed by the House since 
1896, has never been acquiesced in, cer- 
tainly, by Members sitting in this quarter 
of the House, and so far as it rests with 
us never will be passed by the House 
without considerable discussion and 
vehement opposition. The third resolu- 
tion is one taking away from private 
Members all the Tuesdays up to Easter. 
It is ridiculous to think that these three 
resolutions can be disposed of in a por- 
tion of a sitting, as was suggested by the 
mover of the Amendment. If the Govern- 
ment are in a difficulty, as the Leader of the 
Opposition pointed out, then the responsi- 
bility and blame rests upon themselves. We 
in this quarter of the House are not in- 
terested in assisting the Government to 
get out of this difficulty. What I think 
would be the proper course to adopt would 
be for the Amendment of my hon. friend 
for Kast Mayo with reference to affairs 
in South Africa to be discussed fully at 
this sitting of the House, that to-morrow 
should be reserved, in accordance with 


what I certainly thought was a clear 
promise and understanding of the 


Government, for the discussion of this 
important English private Bill, and that 
the whole of the sitting on Thurs lay 
should be devoted to the consideration of 
these three very grave and serious resolu- 
tions which interfere with the few remain- 
ing rights of private Members. That 
would he the proper course. If the right 
hon. Gentleman was of opinion that the 
Address had been sufliciently debated it 
was his duty to have moved the closure 
yesterday or the day before. If he is not 
of opinion that the debate on the Address 
has been sufficiently prolonged, then the 
course I now suggest is the only one that 
will enable him to meet the difficulty 
in which he stands. By taking that 


course he will no doubt have to devote 
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the sitting on Thursday to the discussion 
of the three resolutions instead of taking 
the Supplementary Estimates. He will 
lose a day by it, but that fault lies en- 
tirely with himself. Certainly on behalf 
of the Irish Members who come here to 
assert the liberty of speech which is very 
largely denied to them in Ireland, who 
come here not to assist the Government 
to do their business and to get them out 
of their difficulties, but to express their 
opinions on all matters of duty appointed 
to them, I protest against this proposal of 
the right hon. Gentleman. Notwith- 
standing the manner in which this Amend- 
ment was moved, I will vote for it, and I 
will vote in favour of any motion intended 
to thwart the intentions of the Govern- 
ment in depriving independent Members 
and private Members from the exercise 
of the few remaining privileges which 
they have of discussing matters of impor- 
tance. 


*Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil): 
I rise to join in the appeal to the Leader 
of the House in regard to this motion. 
Thereisoneaspect of the question to which 
I would respectfully call his attention. 
It is now quite evident from what has 
been said by the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man who has just sat down that the 
chances of the Eight Hours Bill coming 
on to-morrow, if this motion be agreed to, 
are exceedingly remote. [I would remind 
the House, and the Leader of the House 
in particular, that this Bill is not one 
which can be treated as a little matter of 
no importance. It passed the second 
reading in this House some years ago, and 
was only defeated in Committee on one 
of its clauses through a misunderstanding. 
The Government, I submit, is pledged in 
regard to this matter, Some years ago 
the right hon. Gentleman the Colonial 
Secretary, in a speech in the county of 
Durham, distinctly enunciated an Eight 
Hours Bill for miners as part of the 
programme upon which the Unionist party 
was then appealing to the country. The 
Miners Fight Hours Bill has obtained a 
particularly favoured position for this 
session. It is an old friend of the House 
of Commons, but the feeling of the present 
House has not yet been tested in regard 
to the measure. The point to which | 
specially desire to direct the attention of 
the Leader of the House is that within 
the precincts of the House of Commons 
at this moment there are scores of men 
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from the mining districts of England, 


Scotland, and Wales who have come here | 


at considerable expense in the expectation 
that that Bill would be taken to-morrow. If 
the motion of the right hon. Gentleman as 
it stands is agreed to the Bill will not be 
taken to-morrow, and all the expense which 
has been incurred by the working colliers 
in sending delegates will be wasted. That 
is an aspect of the matter which should 
not be overlooked. ‘There is no question 
concerning which greater unanimity of 
opinion exists thanthe one down for discus- 
sion to morrow. Even asa matter of good 
tactics the Government would be well 
advised in agreeing at least to the spirit 
of the Amendment and giving us an 
undertaking that this Biil will be dis- 
cussed to-morrow as one affecting the well- 
being of nearly three-quarters of a million 
of the most deserving members of the 
working classes of the country. For 
these reasons I add my appeal to those 
already made, in the expectation that the 
Government will agree to the proposal 
now before the House and give us an 
opportunity of ascertaining the real feel- 
ing of this Parliament in regard to a 
measure of so much importance. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: This 
is a much more serious question than I 
think the right hon. Gentleman has yet 
realised. What does he think will be the 
opinion of the miners all over the country 
if they are told that the question in which 
they take so natural and deep an interest 
is to be sacrificed simply because there 
are enormous Supplementary Estimates 
and an unusual and unprecedented finan: 
cial condition? I do not think that that 
will recommend the Supplementary Esti- 
mates or their objects to that class of the 
community. The hon. Member for 
Waterford has I think suggested a very 
praetical and wise solution of the difti- 
culty. Ido not see what right or neces- 
sity the Government have for interposing 
as between to-day and to-morrow these 
three resolutions. ‘They are absolutely 
unnecessary. The Government have 


what I call cornered the House, and 
they must take the consequences. What 
is the penalty they will suffer! They 


will possibly lose a day, more probably 
half a day, of Supply on Thursday. — If 
the right hon. Gentleman will take these 
three resolutions not to-night or to- 
morrow, but upon Thursday, there will 
be a security that the Eight Hours Miners | 


Mr. Keir Hardie, 
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{ Bill, which I venture to say is one of the 


most supreme consequence in the opinion 
of one of the largest communities of 
labour in this country, will come on on 
Wednesday, and then there will be very 
much less feeling than I think would arise 
if the Kight Hours Bill was disposed of 
in the way now contemplated. If this is 
not done, I venture to say that the 
persons interested in that Bill, when they 
perceive that subordinate resolutions 
have blocked the discussion of a matter 
of such vital importance to them, will 
consider that they have not been fairly 
treated. Therefore I hope the Govern- 
ment will adopt the suggestion of the 
hon. Member for Waterford and take 
these resolutions on Thursday. 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Glamor- 


ganshire, Rhondda) : I wish to add my 


/humble appeal to the First Lord of the 


Treasury. My appeal must be based on 
the importance of the question that we 
have at heart. It is perfectly clear that 
the question left for decision before it is 
possible to discuss the Bill we want con- 
sidered is so important that there will be 


/no chance whatever of discussing the 


Miners Kight Hours Bill. On behalf of 
that large body of men, as one of them, 
as one who has known what it is to earn 
his bread hewing coal, and to work long 
hours, I must say that it is our opinion, 
honestly, that if we get that Bill passed it 
will tend to decrease the number of lives 
that arelost. I know some question that 
statement, but that is our simple and 
honest opinion. Therefore, on behalf of 
a number of widows and orphans we once 
more ask the right hon. Gentleman to 
allow us to have the discussion. — I do 
not know how it is, but there is a feeling 
among the miners of the country now that 
the question is ripe, and we have, therefore, 
been expecting a favourable result from 
the proceedings of to-morrow. I am not 
at all wishful to put anything in the way 
of the work the Government have to 
do, but, considering the fifteen days that 
we have in which to provide money for 
the killing of men or for armaments for 
that purpose, is it possible to believe that 
in the House of Commons of this great 
country we cannot have one day in which 
to discuss a matter whereby we may save 
a number of lives? I cannot believe it, 
and I appeal with all the earnestness of 
my heart that the right hon, Gentleman 
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will allow us to have this debate to- | 
| bility of what they are doing. 


morrow. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : | 


There is an air about the right hon. 
Gentleman when he proposes resolutions 
of this sort that leads the House sometimes 
not to perceive their party astuteness. 
What are we discussing this evening? 
We are discussing the Address to the 
King. To that Address there are a num- 
ber of Amendments, and one very im- 
portant one has been moved by the hon. 
Member behind me. The right hon. 
Gentleman tells us that unless that discus. 
sion is brought to an end to-night, and 
unless we refrain from speaking upon that 
or any other matter with regard to the 
Address, and also from discussing fully 
the resolutions of the right hon. Gentle- 
man, this Eight Hours Bill will not be 
allowed to be brought on to-morrow—by 
his direction. What is the aim of the 
right hon. Gentleman? It is to throw 
upon us the responsibility of his own acts. 
I rise simply to say that if the Miners 
Bill does not come on to-morrow we do 
not accept the responsibility. 
rest with the right hon. Gentleman. It 
is all the more hard, and I might almost 
say unfair, that the right hon. Gentleman 


should take awav this day, because it is | 


done not directly, but indirectly, in- 
sidiously, and contrary to a pledge, as I 
understand, given to the Leader of the 
Opposition. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: The Leader of 
the Opposition certainly understood, as I 
gather, that the five Wednesdays before 
Easter were not to be taken. 
hon. friend, who is a practical business 
man, understood it in that sense, because, 
as he told us, when Members who had 
obtained a good place in the ballot went 
to him and asked what day they should 
take, he told them to take one of those 
Wednesdays. Even if you gave another 


day for the Miners Bill it would not | 


occupy the position that it would by 
coming on the first Wednesday. We 
know that only three or four Bills at most 


taken after Whitsuntide can pass into | 
Under these circumstances, as I do | 


law. 
not believe the right hon. Gentleman is 
inclined to yield at all, I will only say that 
the First Lord and his followers must 
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My right | 
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accept before the country the responsi- 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 
shire, Shipley): So many appeals have 
been made to the right hon. Gentleman 
from the other side that I feel a certain 
measure of misunderstanding might easily 
arise if no appeal was made from this 
side. We have no desire to burke dis- 
cussion on the Eight Hours Bill, but that 
is what will be said in the country by 
those who do not understand the forms of 
the House. It is easy enough to say that 
if hon. Members from Ireland were to cur- 
tail their discussions and if the House as 
a whole were to accept the resolutions as 
to Supply, this Bill would be reached abso- 
lutely without interference. Butin practice 
we know that hon. Gentlemen opposite 
will not curtail their discussion even for 
the purpose of allowing to be debated a 
Bill which may be the means of saving 
lives of men. Also in practice there will 
be many Members who will have much to 
say upon the resolution with regard to 
Supply. It seems to me that a fair com- 
promise lies in the suggestion of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West Mon- 
mouthshire. Let hon. Gentlemen opposite 
have the rest of to-day to discuss their 
Amendment to the Address, and let these 
Supply resolutions be dealt with on 
Thursday. If this is done I venture to 
prophesy, although my right hon. friend 
may not agree with me, that, having 
regard to this discussion and the conces- 
sion the First Lord might make if he 
would, it will lead to such a curtailment 
of the discussion on Thursday as would 
satisfy the right hon. Gentleman and 
give him the larger part of that day for 
the discussion of the important questions 
of finance which the Government, the 
House, and the country are so anxious to 


' see dealt with. 


Mr. COCHRANE (Ayrshire, N.): 
May I add one word in support of my 
hon. friend? If the right hon. Gentie- 
man cannot see his way to grant this 
compromise he may be able to give a 
day for the discussion of this very impor- 
tant question. Not only in my own 
constituency, but throughout the country 
great interest is taken in this matter. I[ 
have always supported the Second Read- 
ing of the Eight Hours Bill. At the last 
election, however, no pledge was exacted 
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from me in that respect, and I feel, there- 
fore, the more honourably bound to en- 


deavour to secure from the right hon. | 


Gentleman a promise that if not at the 
present time, at the first convenient 
opportunity, this measure, in which so 
much interest is taken, should be ade- 
quately considered. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) : I 
think the main feature of this discussion 
is that no single speaker has a word to 
say in defence of the action of the 
Government. The further the debate 
proceeds the more apparent it is that had 
the right hon. Gentleman not placed 
these resolutions on the Paper at all and 
suspended the Twelve o'clock Rule in the 
ordinary course, the probabilities are that 
he would have got the Address through 
to-night, we would have had the discus- 
sion on the Eight Hours Bill to-morrow, 
and he would have got his resolutions on 
Thursday. I am quite sure that would 
have been the result to-day. This seems 
to have been a case of bad generalship on 
the part of the right hon. Gentleman, and 
there does not appear to have been enough 
scouting on this question, as was the case 
in South Africa. It seems to me that it 
is unjust on the part of the right hon. 
Gentleman to refer to Members on this 
side of the House in the way which he 
did in his speech. No Member hasa right 
to say that we shall not discuss vital and 
important resolutions, some of them being 
absolutely without precedent. I do not 
remember a single case in the middle of a 
debate on the Address when a motion of 
this kind has been brought forward he- 
fore. [‘Oh, oh!”] My impression is 
that it is absolutely without precedent. 
Then another precedent is being set up 
with regard to Ways and Means. I 
totally disagree with the right hon. 
Gentleman when he says that it is a pro- 
posal which will not require much dis- 
cussion. Why, this is one of the last 
opportunities which private Members can 
rely upon for the discussion of the most 
important questions upon going into 
Supply. It seems to me that the right 
hon. Gentleman has very much under- 
estimated the importance of that particular 
resolution. It comes to this—that the very 
first opportunity we have for the discus- 
sion of this most important question the 
Government are going to take the 
Miners Bill away fiom us. 
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ticular day, I think I am _ correct 
in saying that that day was selected with 
the approval of very high authorities in 
this House. It seems to me that this 
division, if we go to it—and I do hope 
the right hon. Gentleman will make it 
unnecessary—-will be a division on the 
Miners Eight Hours Bill plus the taking 
away of most important privileges from 
private Members. I do appeal to hon. 
Members opposite who are in the House 
for the first time to say a few words 
for the miners who supported them at 
the last election. I venture to say that 
there are not many Members represent- 
ing miners who did not pledge them- 
selves at the last election to support this 
3ill. At the General Election they pro- 
mised to support this Bill, and they sit 
opposite because of their pledge to sup- 
port this Bill, and they are now called upon 
practically to vote for or against the 
miners. It will not do to say it isa mere 
question of confidence in the Government. 
It will not do to say it is a square vote, 
and I hope hon. Members on the oppo- 
site side of the House will support us in 
the Division Lobby. I make this sug- 
gestion before I sit down, that the right 
hon. Gentleman should withdraw for the 
moment the resolution before the House 
and defer until Thursday the other reso- 
lutions, and appeal to the sense and fair- 
ness of the House to allow him to get 
this Address through on the present occa- 
sion. If he would do that—and we 
ought not to have been occupied with 
this discussion at all at this moment—it 
seems to me that all parties would be satis- 
fied in that way. As the representative of a 
great many miners, I ask the right hon. 
Gentleman to let us have this discussion 
to-morrow. This is the first time that 
this Parliament has had an opportunity of 
discussing this question, and the first day 
which private Members have an cppor- 
tunity of bringing in a Bill, and I hope 
the right hon. Gentleman will grant this 
appeal in some form or another. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I have 
always been a great advocate of the rights 
of private Members, but circumstances 
vary. [‘Oh,oh!”] Nobody can say, at 
any rate, that I do not always say what 
I think. Now what is the issue to-morrow ¢ 
Hon. Members opposite talk about this as 
being a measure which the miners are all 
craving for. I have been « Member of 


culating all the chances as to a par- | this House for fifteen or sixteen years, and 
Mr. Cochrane. 
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it has been brought forward for a good 
many years, and I have always found that 
there are two sets of miners—one fighting 
the other on this question. It isa matter 
in which the miners themselves are not 
nearly agreed, and in which the miners of 
the north are strongly opposed to 
the views of miners elsewhere. The 
Government are asking us to get to work 
on the great question of Army and Navy 
reform, and I urge the Government to use 
their full power to put this great subject 
before us and not waste any more time. 


Business of 


Mr. SETON-KARR (St. Helens): I 
only wish to appeal to the Leader of 
the House to afford us an opportunity of 
discussing this Eight Hours Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have no 
objection to this Eight Hours Bill being 
discussed, but we must have the time for 
Supply. 


Mr. SETON-KARR: I do not wish 
to suggest that the right hon. Gentleman 
had any intention of burking this dis- 
cussion, but that is a construction that 
may be possibly put upon the action of 
the Government. If we are going to have 
a guarantee that this Bill is going to be 
discussed to-morrow, then it is not 
necessary to make any further appeal. I 
also wish to make an appeal to this side 
of the House, because [ do not think 
that the Government attach much im- 
portance to appeals which come from the 
opposite side of the House. There is 
this to be said, that as far as Members 
opposite who have been moving Amend- 
ments to the Address are concerned, 
they do not deserve much considera- 
tion. [An Hon. MemBerR: What 
do we come here for?] It is entirely 
the fault of hon. Members opposite that 
so much time has been wasted. I think 
the best and strongest appeal on this 
question was made by the hon. Member 
for the Rhondda Valley. Like him I 
represent a constituency in which this | 
question is one of the deepest interest, 
and the hon. Member himself was good 
enough to come down to my constituency 
during the last election to try and per- 
suade the miners who sent me here to send 
somebody else, but he did not succeed. 
However, upon this question I am with 
him, and I shall vote for the Bill again, 
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as I have done before. 1 wish to support 
the appeal which has been made in order 
that we may have a discussion on this 
Bill. I think that the right hon. Gentle- 
man—who, I am sure, will not pay much 
attention to hon. Members on the opposite 
side of the House—may possibly pay 
some attention to hon. Members on this 
side. 
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*Sir F. 8. POWELL (Wigan): I re- 
present a constituency interested in the 
coal industry, and I hope, therefore, that 
the House will allow me to say one word 
upon this question. My intention is to 
associate myself with those who are ap- 
pealing to my right hon. friend to afford 
them an opportunity for the discussion of 
thisimportant subject. There may he some 
difficulty about taking the discussion to- 
morrow, but Idohopethat before thisdebate 
ends we shall have some assurance from my 
right hon. friend that facilities for the dis- 
cussion of this subject will be given upon a 
subsequentoccasion. Unlikemy hon. friend 
who sits next to me, I do not favour this 
3ill, but, on the contrary, I am opposed to 
it ; and it is because I am opposed to it 
that I do not want to appear to stand as 
a private Member before my constituents 
charged with having attempted to defeat 
this Bill by a side wind. ‘That is a posi- 
tion which an hon. Member ought not to 
occupy, and I do sincerely hope that my 
right hon. friend will give us an assurance 
that we shall have an opportunity for a 
full discussion on this subject. It is a 
question which most vitally affects the 
interests of the miners, whatever their 
opinions may be upon it—and they are 
greatly divided—and for weal or woe it 
is one of the largest questions which 
can occupy the attention of the House of 
Commons. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield): As the representative 
of a great number of miners, I must raise 
my voice in support of the appeal which 
has been made. It is no use delaying 
this question, because already, in conse- 
quence of the action of the party oppo- 
site, there is a suspicion amongst the 
miners in this country that this Bill is 
always crowded out whenever it can be, 
and I know that feeling is very widely 
spreading. I appeal to hon. Members on 
the opposite side to give their support to 
this appeal. Even if they are opposed 
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the House. 


to this Bill, let them at least show the| will be if the course suggested by the 
miners that they are not afraid of it | Government is adopted. 


coming before the House to be divided | 
Do not let us have it brought | 
against us that this Bill has been prevented 
from going forward, as it undoubtedly ' 182. 


upon. 
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| Godson, Sir Augustus Fred | 
Bowles,Capt. H. F.(Middlesex) | 


Gordon, Hon.JE(Elgin& Nairn | 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 5.) | 


| Gore, Hon. F. S. Ormsby- 


Gorst, Rt. Hon. SirJohnEldon 
Goschen, Hon. G. Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, SirEW(B’rySEdm nds 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greenfell, William Henry 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick | 
Hamilton, Rt. HnLordG(Mid’x | 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’ndrry 
Hanbury, RKt.Hon. Robert W. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’th) 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Higginbottom, 8. W. 

Hoare, Edward B.( Hampstead 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F.(Sheftield, Brightsde 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 





Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 269 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. 10.) 


Howard, Capt. J. (Faversham) 
Howard, J.(Midd.,Tottenham 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Captain H. Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway, Kt. Hn.SirJohn H. 
Kenyon,Hn.Geo.T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W (Salop) 
Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, Rt. Hon. Wm. E. H. 
Lee,Capt. AH,( Hants. Fareh’m 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 

Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. CharlesW (Eveshain 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. James(Kent 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim,E.) 
M‘Iver, Sir Lewis(Edir.b’gh,W 
M‘Killop,James(Stirlingshire) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W.J.H(Dumfriessh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Milner, Rt. Hn.SirFrederickG. 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Mitchell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu. G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, RtHn AGraham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
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O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens , 
Orr-Ewiny, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington | 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 

Penn, John 

Pilkington, Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
ger R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Zenshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

tichards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hn. M. W.(Staly bridge 
Ridley, S Forde( BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T. 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Roilit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W. 


Business of 


Abraham, William(CorkN.E. | 
Abraham, William (Rhondda 
Allen,CharlesP(Gloue.,Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Austin, Sir John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
dayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B 
ae Richard 
Boland, John 
Boyle, James 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Brown, G. M. (Edinburgh) 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Burt, Thomus 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
pr William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell, John (2 Armagh, S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
‘arvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Churehill, Winston Spencer 
Cogan, Denis J. 
Cozhill, Douglas Harry 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 
Daly, James 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 
Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh. 
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Round, James 
Royds, C “2 Molyneux 
Ww. 


| Russell, 
corse bal John 


Sackville, Col. S. G.Stopford- 
Samuel, Harry 8S. (Limehouse 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. E.J. 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 


| Shaw-Stewart, M. H (Renfrew) 
; Simeon, Sir Barrington 


Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, A belH.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC (North’mb. Tynesi’e 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W. F.D.(Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Ernest( W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 


| Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 


Stewart, SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir JohnM. 


Stock, James Henry 


| Stone, Sir Benjamin 


Stroyan, John 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


NOES. 


Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. | 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark | 
Dutty, William J. 
Dunean, James H. 
Dunn, Sir Wiliam 
Elibank, Master of 
Ellis, John Edward 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans, Samuel T. 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro(Leith) | 
F french, Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster,SirWalter (Derby Co) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Furness, = Christopher 
Gilhooly, J ames 

Goddard,‘ Daniel Ford 


the House. 


Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
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Tollemache, Henry James 


Gurdon, Sir William Brampton | | 


Hammond, John 


Harcourt, Rt. Hon.Sir William | 


Hardie,J. Keir( MerthyrTydvil 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. | 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hay ter,Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. CharlesH. 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenry Cecil 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
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Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.Sir. EH(Sheffield) 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Lieut.-Col.C. E. 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason.JohnCatheart(Orkney 
Webb,Colonel William George 
Welby,Lt.-Col ACE (Taunton) 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. 
Whiteley, H( Ashton und-Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J.W (Worcestersh. N. ) 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E. R( Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young,Commander( Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Joicey, Sir James 

Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 
Kinloch,SirJohn( reorgeSinyth 
Labouchere, Henry 

Langley, Batty 

Leamy, Edmund 

Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leng, Sir John 

Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

Ms Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, William 

Mellor, Rt. Hon. J. William 
Mooney, John J. 

Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Col. J. P.(Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. — William 
Oo Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James(Wicklow W. ) 
O'Doherty, William 
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O'Donnell, John (Mayo 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John | Samuel, S. M.(Whitechapel) 
O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N. | Schwann, Charles E. 
O’Kelly,James(RoscommonN. | Scott, Charles P. (Leigh) 
Malley, William | Seton-Karr, Henry 
4) Mara, James | Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. | Shipman, Dr. John 
O’Shee, James John Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire 
Paulton, James Mellor | Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Philipps, John Wynford | Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Pirie, Dunean V. Soares, Ernest J. 
Power, Patrick Joseph Spencer, Rt. Hn.C.R.(Northnts 
teddy, M. Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Redmond, JohnE.(Waterford) | Sullivan, Donal 
Redmond, William (Clare) Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Rickett, J. Compton Tennant, Harold John 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) | Thomas, Abel(Carmarthen, E.) 
Roberts,John H. (Denbighsh.) | Thomas, David Alfred (Merth’r 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) | Thomas,}’. Freeman-( Hastings 
tobson, William Snowdon Thomas, J. A. (Glam., Gower) 


{COMMONS} 


Roche, John 
| Roe, Sir Thomas 


Business of 


Main Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 275 : Noes, 184. 


AYES. 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm 
Chamberlain, Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 

| Churchill, Winston Spencer 

| Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 

| Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 

| Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 

Colomb, Sir John C. Ready 

Colston, Chas. E. H. Athole 

Cook, Frederick Lucas 

Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 

Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 

Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 

Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Allsopp, Hon. George 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, John George Alexander | 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Man.) 
BalfourktHnGeraldW.(Leeds | 
Balfour,MajK.R (Christch’ch) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Sir F. T. (Windsor) | Cust, Henry John C. 

Bartley, George C. T. | Dalkeith, Earl of 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H. (Bristol | Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Beach, Rt. Hn. W.W.B.(Hants. | Dewar,T.R.(T’rH’ml’ts,S.Geo. 
Beckett, Ernest William | Dickson, Charles Scott 
Buownaggree, Sir M. M. | Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Bignold, Arthur | Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Bigwood, James | Dimsdale, Sir J. Cockfield 
Blundell, Colonel Henry | Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Bond, Edward | Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Boulnois, Edmund Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Bowles,Capt. H. F.( Middlesex) Doxford,SirWilliam Theodore 
Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) | Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Brassey, Albert Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Brodrick, Kt. Hon. St. John Elliot, Hon. A. R. Douglas 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu | Faber, George Denison 
Brown, Alex. H. (Shropshire) | Fardell, Sir 'T. George 
Brymer, William Ernest Feilowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edwd. 
Bullard, Sir Harry | Fergusson, RtHnSirJ.{Manch. 
Burdett-Coutts, W. | Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Carlile, William Walter Finch, George H. 


Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) | Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh.) | Fisher, William Hayes 
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the House. 


Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, ThomasCourtenay T. 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (Yorks, E.R.) 
White, Patrick( Meath, North 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond(Merioneth 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wodehouse, Hon. A. (Essex) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. M‘Arthur. 


(Division List No. 11.) 


FitzGerald, Sir Robt. Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Forster, Henry William 
Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H(CityofLond. 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Hn.J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon,MajEvans-(‘l'r. H’ml’'ts 
Gore, Hon. F. S. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hn. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesb’y. 
Green, Sick. W.(B.St. Edni'ds. 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Ld.G.(Midx 
Hamilton Marq. of(L'nd’nderry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon.Robert Wim. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’th. 
Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, R. Trotter 
Higginbottom, 5. W. 

Hoare, E. Brodie ( Hampstead) 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay } 
Hope, J F(Shettield, Brightsi le 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard,CaptJ (Kent, Faversh. 
Howard, J.(Midd., Tottenham 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jetlreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
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235 Business of 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Hey wood (Sussex) | 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H. 
Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) | 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. ‘(Salop | 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, Rt. Hn. WilliamEdw. H 
Lee,CaptA H (Hants, Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh. Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 
Leveson-Gow er, FrederickN.S. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.CharlesW.(Evesham 
Loug,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lowther, Rt. Hn. James (Kent) 





Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsm’th 
Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘¢ ‘almont, Col. J.(Antrim,E. 
M‘Iver, Sir 'Lewi is (Edinb., W. 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Malcolm, Ian 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, WJ H. (Dumtfriessh. ) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir Fredk. G. 





Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Mitchell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, Malye sein (Antrim, N.) 
More, Rt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, David J.(Walthamst. 
Morgan, HnFred.(Monm’thsh. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William ‘Phondided 
Allen, C. P. (Gloue., Stroud) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Austin, Sir John 

sain, Col. James Robert 
Barlow, John E a 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derby shire) | 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boyle, James 

ae Hon. Arthur G. 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, G. M. (Edinburgh) 
Burk, E. Haviland- 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 


| Royds, Clement Molyneux 
le 
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Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton,ArthurH. A. (Deptford \ 
Mount, William ae i 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray, Kt. Hon. A. G.(Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr- Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlingtn 
Pemberton, John 8S. G. 
Penn, John 
Percy, Ear! 
Pilkington, Richard 
Platt- Higyins, Frederick 
Plummer, “Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward | 
Purvis, Robert 
(Qluilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratcliffe, R. F. 
teid, James (Greenock) 
temnant, James Farquharson | 
tenshaw, Charles Bine | 
Renwick, George | 
| 
| 


Richards, Henry Charles 
tidley, Hn. M. W.(Stalevbrdg. 
Ridley,S. Forde( BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt HnChas. Thomson 
tolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 

topner, Colonel Robert 
Rothse — Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, James 


tussell, T. 

tutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, Harry 8. ( Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lieut. -Col. Thos. ¥e7 
Saunderson, Rt. Hon. Col. E.J 





| Sharpe, William Edward T. 


NOES. 


poi William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S. ) 

Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 

Carvill, Patrick G. Hamilton 

Causton, Richard Knight 

Cawley, Frederick 

| Channing, Francis Allston 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 

Crombie, John William 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 

Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan | 

Delany WW illiam { 
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Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.) 
Smith, H.C. (Northum. Tynesd. 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Ernest (W. Bromw’ch 
Stanley, HonArthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Tagegart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 


| Stroyan, John 
| Seurt, Hon. Humphry Napier 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirCEH (Sheffield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. E. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Webb, Cel. William George 
Welby,Lt-Col. A.C. E(Taunton 
Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts.) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L) 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh. N. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R( Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, Commander(Berks, E. ) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh. ) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, C aptain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, James H. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, Samuel T. 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
F french, Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
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Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone,Rt. HnHerbert.John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gurdon,SirWilliam Brampton 
Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. SirWilliam 
Hardie, J. Kier(MerthyrTydvil 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt-Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt.Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Alexander 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 
Labouchere, Henry 
Langley; satty 
Leamy, Edmund 
Leese,SirJosephF. ( 
Leng, Sir John 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lough, Thomas 
Lundon, W. 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A, 
Maenamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 


Accrington 


Ordered, 


have precedence this day and to-morrow | 


of all other business. 


NEW 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT 


BILLS. 


(SCOTLAND) | \fr. 
ACT (1894) AMENDMENT. | 


‘ {COMMONS} 


M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, William 

Mellor, Rt.Hon. JohnWilliam 
Mooney, John J. 

Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Col. JohnP.(Galway,N. ) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, € apt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, Pp. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
~ Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 


| O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


O'Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J 

O’Shee, James John 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pirie, Dunean V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
teddy, M. 

Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
tickett, J. Compton 
foberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbigh. ) 


New Bills. 


Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
tobson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Seton Karr, Henry 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John 

Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, RtHnC. R( Northants) 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, FE. 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas,F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas, J. A. (Glam., Gower 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, ©. (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wodehouse, Hn. A. (Essex) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


NOES 
Jacoby. 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Mr. Yoxall and Mr. 


That Gov ernment business | POOR LAW SUPER. ANNUATION (IRE- 


LAND). 


Bill to provide for Superannuation 


| Allowances to certain local officers and 
| servants in Ireland, and for contributions 

' towards such allowances by such officers 
and servants, and to make ‘other relative 
| prov isions, ordered to be brought in by 


Harrington. 


O'Malley, 
Mr. T. W. 


Sir James Haslets, Mr. 
Russell, Mr. 


Bill to amend the Local ger | Claney, Mr. James O'Connor, and Mr. 


(Scotland) Act, 1894, 


ordered to 


be | Cogan. 


brought in by Mr. Catheart W ason, Sir | 


William Arrol, Mr. 
Harmsworth, Mr. Nicol, 
Mr. Leveson-Gower. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT 


ACT (1894) AMENDMEN 


Alexander Cross, Mr. | 
Mr. Weir, 


(SCOTLAND) 


POOR 
and | 


| 
| 
| 


r BILL. 


LAW 
(IRELAND) 
“To provide for Superannuation Allow- 
| ances to certain local Officers and Servants 
in Ireland, and for contributions towards 
| such Allowances by : 


SUPERANNUATION 
BILL. 


such Officers and 


“To amend the Local Government | Serv ants, and to make other relative pro- 


(Scotland) Act, 1894,” 


presented, 
read the first time ; to be read a second | time ; 


and | visions,’ 


’ presented, 
to be read a second time upon 


and read the First 


time upon W. ednesday, 8th May, and to| iW ednesday, 6th March, and to be printed. 


be printed. [Bill 68.] 


[Bill 69.) 
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ACT (1854) AMENDMENT. 

Bill to amend the Lands Valuation 
(Scotland) Act, 1854, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. M‘Crae, Mr. Bryce, 
Sir John Leng, Sir William Dunn, Mr. 
T. W. Russell, Mr. Colville, Mr. Wason, 
and Mr. Robert Wallace. 


LANDS VALUATION (SCOTLAND) ACT 
(1854) AMENDMENT BILL. 
“To amend the Lands Valuation 
(Scotland) Act, 1854,” presented, and read 
the First time ; to be read a Second time 


upon Wednesday, 25th April, and to be. 


printed. [Bill 70.] 


ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HIS 
MAJESTY’S MOST GRACIOUS SPEECH. 


{NINTH Day’s DEBATE. } 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Main Question [14th Feb- 
ruary], ‘That an humble Address be 
presented to His Majesty, as followeth— 


** Most Gracious Sovereign, 


“We, Your Majesty's most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, 
in Parliament assembled, beg leave to 
offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty 
for the Gracious Speech which Your 
Majesty hasaddressed to both Houses of 
Parliament.’ —(.Vr. Forster.) 


Question again proposed. 
CONDUCT OF THE WAR IN SOUTH AFRICA 


*Mr. DILLON (Mayo,E.): Mr. Speaker, 
last night I was engaged in describing 
the scenes which are at the present 
moment being enacted at Standerton, 
in the Transvaal, in the rear of French’s 
army, where, according to the telegrams, 
there are long convoys arriving of women 
and children prisoners of war; and we 
read this morning in the Telegraph that 
General French has failed to capture 
Botha and his army, notwithstanding 
the great flourish of trumpets as to what 
he was going to do. But we may, | 
suppose, take comfort from the fact that 
if he has not captured the Boer in the 
field, he has, at all events, taken wagon 


loads of women and children, and carried 
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'them off triumphantly as prisoners of 
war. It was the custom in the days of the 
Roman Empire to drag captive women 
and children at the heels of the con- 
queror, but since the fall of the Roman 
Empire [| have never heard that any 
civilised nation has ever reverted to so 
barbarous a practice as capturing women 
and children by the thousand and de- 
taining them as prisoners of war. But 
as there are some other matters which I 
must deal with in detail, I shall not 
consume the time of the House by giving 
now the heartbreaking details which | 
have in my possession of the condition of 
the women and children who are now 
‘shut up in the prison camps at Port 
Elizabeth, Pietermaritzburg, and other 
portions of the colony. We read in the 
accounts which reach us of eight and ten 
women being put into one tent; of 
children ill of measles (which is raging 
in the camp at Pietermaritzburg, accor- 
ding to the latest account) without accom- 
modation for the treatment of these 
unfortunate children or proper atten- 
dance. We have read the tragic and 
horrible story of the death ot young 
James Hertzog, a nephew or son of Judge 
Hertzog, who is at present in command 
of the western commando that has in- 
vaded Cape Colony. How his wife and 
children were torn from the blazing home, 
and when the local doctor told the British 
officers who were in charge that this poor 
boy, only eight years of age, was suffering 
from measles and quite unfit to travel, no 
‘quarter was offered, no delay was 
granted, and this boy and his wretched 
mother were placed on board a train for 
Port Elizabeth and sent a 600 miles 
journey, the immediate result of which 
was that no sooner did he reach the 
prison camp at Port Elizabeth than he 
was attacked with pneumonia and died 
in a few days. What do you think were 
the feelings of his kindred when they 
read the announcement of his death— 
‘Died on a certain date, a prisoner of 
war at Port Elizabeth, Hertzog, aged 
eight years’’? A pretty announcement 
to come as a result of the operations of 
your arms in South Africa ! 

But I pass over these details to the fact, 
which was only obtained by the process 
of squeezing Ministers, the shameful fact 
admitted by the Secretary of State for 
War to-day, that in the prison camps and 

Ninth Day. 
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so-called refugee camps of the Orange 


Free State the women and children of | 


those who are out on commando, and 
who declined to surrender, are put on half 
rations and informed that they will be 
kept on that allowance until their hus- 
bands or brothers come in and _sur- 
render. Is there any parallel for the 


cruelty and meanness of that in the | 


whole history of war! For my part 
I never read of any proceedings so mean 
and cruel and so cowardly—to endea- 
vour to overcome these men—whom 
you cannot, although you are ten to one, 
beat in the field—to seek to force and 


intimidate them into surrender — by 
starving their women and _ children. 


What did the right hon. Gentleman do 
the other day when this charge was made 
by the hon. Member for Carnarvon (- 

it is no wonder we have to continually 
press for information—he sprang to his 
feet quivering with excitement and 
indignation and said the hon. Gentleman 
was making a foul charge without any 
attempt at proof. Well, | waited for the 
speech of the Secretary of State for War, 
and I remarked the significant fact that he 
never alluded to this charge. I expected 
him totelegraph, and I was surprised that 
he did not. He was willing to telegraph 
about Esau’s case. but he left the House 
of Commons under the impression that 
this was an unfounded and foul charge 
made by the Member for Carnarvon 
without a shred of evidence ; and if it had 
not been for the question put to-day he 
would have allowed this debate to close 
leaving the House under the impression 
that there was no foundation for it. It is 
a foul charge, undoubtedly, but it is a 
true charge, and the right hon. Gentle- 
man was obliged to get up at the Table 
and admit that it was true. This is the 
policy of Sicilian and Greek brigands. 
Brigands in Italy and Greece are in the 
habit of taking women and children 
prisoners, and then they threaten to cut 
off their ears and noses in their desire to 
have their relatives come forward to 
ransom them. Yes, I say that I see no 
difference except in degree between that 
policy and the policy carried out in this 
case. When hon. Members call into 
question the burning of farms, what is the 
reply? It is said that if it be good 
policy to end the war, then whatever 


tends to bring the war to a speedy con- | 


Mr, Dillon. 


{COMMONS} 
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clusion is good policy. Would it be good 
to send news to the burghers that the 
noses and ears of their people would be 
cut off unless they come in and _ sur- 
render! I say that I see no difference 
except in degree between doing that and 
letting them know that their wives and 
children would be half starved until they 
surrender, and yet a large body of the press 
of this country says that no act of cruelty 
would be wrong if it tended to put an 
end to the war. It is a most extraor- 
dinary state of things. It has been 
admitted by hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
in the course of what took place here last 
night, that a policy of devastation, of 
carrying fire and sword through these 
countries, was justifiable, not on the 
ground that you are dealing with treach- 
ery, but to make those countries un- 
inhabitable to the enemy. I denounce 
that as an outrage on the usages of 
war as recognised to-day by every civi- 
lised country throughout the world. 
|Laughter.] Hon. Members opposite 
laugh, although we have the opinion 
of Europe and America upon our 
side, and it is admitted that this 
policy of starving women and children 
is adopted and, as | understand, approved 
by the Secretary of State for War, in the 
hope that it may tend to bring the war 
Let me describe this policy as 
regards women, and in the words 
of an English newspaper. which puts 
it more strongly than I can under- 
take to do myself. Now I am entitled 
to use these words, because they are the 
words of an organ which I regret to say 
is representative of a large mass of public 
opinion in this country. Writing in 
November last it says— 


the King’s Speech. 


to a close. 


“When commenting some little time ago or 
the turn of the war, we pointed out that it 
would be more business-like on our part to 
adopt the policy of General Weyler in Cuba. 
Lord Roberts has come round to our view.” 


That is exactly what I say Lord Roberts 
has done. He is following in the steps of 
General Weyler, and it is only two years 
ago that this House and the civilised 
world was ringing with denunciations of 
that general's cruelty in Cuba; and 
there is this difference, that he was deal- 
ing with a rebellion, and fighting against 
rebels who had kept up the rebellion 
for two years, and had for a long time 
outraged the usages of civilised war, 
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whilst you are dealing with two inde-{ in war. He has been continually busy captur- 


pendent States, who from the beginning 
and down to this hour have observed 
with scrupulous fidelity the usages of 
war. Yet you have followed in Weyler’s 
footsteps, and, in fact, you have improved 
upon his example. Here is another 


passage which shows the object which | 


the paper had in view— 


‘Besides [says the paper] the Boers in 
arms will naturally treat all those who are 
bound to aid us as traitors, and coercion will be 
set against coercion, In such 
women and children are frequently employed 
to carry messages, and of course they must 
be included in the military measures and 
transported or despatched.” 


These are significant words, and I heard 
no voice of condemnation raised against 
them when they were used. They are 
found in the St. James’s Gazette, which 
is accepted by many men as a reputable 


cases the |! 


newspaper. That is the policy that has 
been advocated. It is a policy which , 
the Government in this House were 


ashamed to admit. It is a policy with 
regard to which, in December last, the 
Secretary for the Colonies equivocated 
and left us under the impression that no 
such policy was in force, and which until 
yesterday, in fact until to-night, was 
denied. Yet it is a policy that many 
journalists in this country have advo- 
cated, and which has been practised in 
South Africa for nearly six months. 

Up to this, Mr. Speaker, I have based 
my case upon the testimony of 
fnglishmen and English newspapers ; 
but I maintain that although you have 
control of the cable, and although you 
have the hand of your military censors 
upon every channel of communication 
from South Africa, that the men who are 
fighting you are honourable and civilised 
men, and that they too have a right to 
make their voices heard before civilised 
mankind. Now here is the last solemn 
statement made by De Wet and Steyn. 
| know hon. Members will laugh at their 
names ; but I venture to say that their 
names and those of Delarey and Louis 
Botha will be honoured long after the 
names of your generals have disappeared 
in oblivion. What do they say in their 
proclamation? Here is their solemn 
protest against the way in which this 
war is being conducted— 


“Our enemy [they say! has armed Kaffirs 


ing women and children, old and sickly men. 
Many women’s deaths have been occasioned 
because the so-called Christian enemy had no 
consideration for women on a sick bed, or 
those whose state of health should have pro- 
tected them against rough treatment.” 


It is a horrible fact, and one that cannot 
be denied, that on many occasions you 
have torn sick women from their beds 
—women in such a condition as to make 
a man’s heart bleed if he had a heart in 
his breast—women who have given 
birth to children in the cattle trucks on 
which you were dragging them away. 


“The property of prisoners and the killed 
burghers have not been respected by the 
enemy. In many instances the mother and 
the father are taken from the house, and the 
children are left to their fate. The werld is 
told by the enemy that he was obliged to carry 
this out, because our burghers were interfering 
with the lines of communication. Nearly all 
the houses in the two Republics were subse- 
quently destroyed, whether they were near the 
railway lines or not, while with regard to the 
misuse of the white flag, that is a contention 
put forward for the purpose of heaping upon 
us a calumny against which the Afrikander is 
striving since God first brought him into con- 
tact with the Englishman. Robbing his 
opponent of his goods and property is not 
sullicient for the enemy. He will not rest 
satisfied till he has robbed us of our good name 
also.” 
I believe those words are absolutely and 
substantially true and represent the truth 
of the policy you are carrying out in 
South Africa. I was reading the other 
day words which I must say made a deep 
impression upon me, written by a man 
who is, to my mind at all events, one of 
the greatest of living poets. Writing on 
these events he wrote— 
‘ Blind from the first, blind to the end, 

3lind to ail signs that ask men’s gaze, 

In vain by lips of foe or friend 

The world cries shame upon your ways. 
“ Fulfil your mission ; spoil and burn ; 

Fling forth the helpless—babes as well, 


And let the children’s children learn 
To hate you with the hate of hell.’ 


Those are not the words offan Irish 


Nationalist, but the words of the first 
living English poet of the day. [Cries of 
“Who, who!”] Who? why, William 
Watson. Have you never heard the 
name ? [A VoIcE from the Irish benches: 
Why, you do not even know your own 
great men !] 

~ Well, Sir, [turn now from this subject— 


and natives, and made use of them against us: this painful and humiliating subject—to 


Ninth Day. 


1245 


Address in Answer to 


{COMMONS} 


the King’s Speech. 1246 


another aspect of the war, which is full| published in a letter in the Freeman's 


of mystery and sinister significance, and | Journal, Dublin, and the second letter 


that is the charge m: ade against Lord! from the same officer was published by 


Kitchener, for which, while I am pre- 


pared to admit there is not complete evi- | 


dence, I say there is sufficient evidence 
to demand from you an immediate, 
serious and _ searching 
[‘ Hear, hear!”’] What is this charge ? 


investigation. | 


It is that Lord Kitchener has recently in | 


the Transvaal repeated what he is alleged 
to have done on the eve of Omdurman— 
namely, that he conveyed to his officers 
secret instructions to take no prisoners. 
I will state the case frankly, and I claim 
that the evidence in support of the charge 
is sufficient to reyuire the closest investi- 
gation. First of all, let me say that this 
charge has been made, as I shall show, in 
an anonymous letter, 


by the letters of two or three soldiers 


Mr. Stead. [‘ Oh!” and “ Hear, hear!” 
Hon. Gentlemen groan about that. Lord 
Roberts takes a totally different view 
of Mr. Stead, as you will see. Here is 
the extract from the officer’s letter— 
“The orders in this district from Lord 
Kitchener are to burn and destroy all pro- 
visions, forage, ete., and seize cattle, 
horses, and “stock of all sorts, wherever 


| found, and to leave no food in the houses 


but it is confirmed | 


whose names I shall give, and who state | 


in published letters that in accordance 
with the instructions they received they 
killed the wounded Boers and_ refused 
quarter. I ‘wish to say, however, that 
this charge has been denied by Lord 
Kitchener himself, and also by the Secre- 
tary of State for War in this House ; 


but the denial has been made by both in 


very extraordinary language. It was 
easy to them to treat these charges with 
contempt, and say they were unworthy 
to be taken notice of, but they did not 
adopt that course. They published a 
categorical denial of the charge, and it is 
remarkable that in the case both of Lord 
Kitchener and of the Secretary of State 
for War they do not deny the precise 
charges as made, but other charges that 
were never made. What was the denial. 
let me ask ? Hereare Lord Kitchener's 
words, telegraphed by him to the Attor- 
ney General at Cape Town— 
“Instructions of the nature mentioned were 
never given or thought of. We treat the 
enemy surrendered with every consideration.” 
That is Lord Kitchener's denial. The 
Secretary of State for War most indig- 
nantly denied the charge, and said that 
Lord Kitchener had never given orders 
or ever intended toslaughter the prisoners 
in his possession. But that charge was 
never made. Before he could slaughter 
his prisoners he should capture them 
alive. The real charge made is that 


private instructions were issued to take 
no prisoners. 


Mr. Diilon. 


That charge was first 


for the inhabitants. This applies to houses 
occupied by women and children only. And 
the word has been passed round privately 
that no prisoners are to be taken; that is, all 
the men found fighting are to be shot. This 
order was given to me personally by a 
veneral, one of the highest in rank in South 
‘Africa. So there is no mistake about it. 
The instructions given to the columns closing 
round De Wet north of the Orange River are 
that all men are to be shot, so that no tales 
may be told ; also the troops are told to loot 
freely from every house, whether the men 
belonging to the house are fighting or not. 
You may imagine what this order will lead to 
in many instances, though, to do justice to the 
soldiers, I de not think they will in most cases 
go so far as some of their superiors would wish. 
I do not believe the soldiers or junior officers 
will carry out the intentions of their seniors, 
but in a great majority of cases outrages of all 
sorts will be committed under such a régime. 


Mr. Stead sent that letter to Lord Roberts, 
asking him for a contradiction, ora state- 
ment with reference to it, and Lord 
Roberts wrote to Mr. Stead the following 
most remarkable reply— 

me .! readily accept your statement that this 


officer is a man of good standing and un- 
doubted repute ”— 


I must confess when I read that letter of 

Lord Roberts’s it added enormous addi- 

tional weight to the officer's letter— 
“and, accepting that statement, | am willing 


to notice what I should otherwise have ignored 
an anonymous letter.” 


| contend that that adds great weight to 
the evidence, because hon. Members oppo- 
site, ora great many of them, havea very 
hearty dislike of Mr. Stead, but Lord 
Roberts, who has known Mr. Stead for 
a long time, takes his word that this is a 
genuine letter from an officer serving in 
the Army. It entitles me to say that 


that adds considerable weight to the 
matter. So much for that letter. 


Now I come to the next piece of evi- 
dence, and you will take it for what it is 








1247 


wort! 
Clyni 
was |] 
It cor 
«Li 
man | 
does 
prison 
with 1 
Knox 
told ¢ 
while 
was tl 
I tur 
Harri 
publi: 
and § 
“W 
happe' 
put tl 
killed. 
I giv 
worth 
this n 
stron; 
le 
influe 
thing 
first | 
that 
charg 
anyth 
Englis 
tion. 
a littl 
the ev 
to the 
it | 
charg: 
one 
newsp 
alludi 
Freem 
“We 
Birma 
time | 
shal i 
lost, a 
fair tre 
a right 
that, t 
ders ar 
in ord 
spxred, 
who ar 
who we 
Kruger 
ordinat 


The ] 


great J 


“ It 
sullen 





rd 


b- 


eS 
BS 
id 
ly 
A] 
is 

a 


th 


a 
iS 
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worth. It is a letter signed by William 


{26 Fepruary 1901} 


Clyne, of the Liverpool Regiment, which , 


was published in the Liverpool Courier. 
It contains this statement— 

“Lord Kitchener has issued orders that no 

man has to bring in any Boer prisoners; if he 
does he has to give him half his rations for the 
prisoner’s keep. Lord Roberts was too lenient 
with the Boers. De Wet sent in to General 
Knox asking for an armistice. Lord Kitchener 
told General Knox to keep on shelling him 
while he brought up reinforcements. That 
was the armistice he got. 
[ turn to a letter from Private John 
Harris, of the Royal Welsh Regiment, 
published in the Wolverhampton Express 
and Star, which states— 

“We take no prisoners now. ... There 

happened to be a few wounded Boers left. We 
put them through the mill. Every one was 
killed.” 
I give these letters for what they are 
worth. I wish to be perfectly frank in 
this matter, and not to put my evidence 
stronger than it is. 

[| come now to what I must confess 
influenced my mind more than any- 
thing else in this whole matter. When I 
first heard of it, | confess | did not believe 
that there was any foundation for this 
charge. What affected my mind more than 
anything else were the comments of the 
English press on the charge. [Interrup- 
tion.| Hon. Members will perhaps be 
a little more patient with me for stating 
the evidence in a calm and frank manner 
to the House. They treat the subject as 
if | were making the most atrocious 
charges. [Interruption.] Yes, but wait 
one moment, and hear what your own 
newspapers said. The Pall Mall Gazette, 
alluding to that officer's letter in the 
Freeman's Journal, used this language— 
“We wish we could believe it.”” The 
Birmingham Gazette, writing a_ short 
time before, used this language 





“The Boers cannot regain what they have 
lost, and as the most absolute assurances of 
fair treatment have been given to thein we have 
a right to ask for their surrender, and failing 


that, to treat them as mere wanton maran- , 


ders and murderers, who must be exterminated 
in order that the lives of our soldiers may be 
spared, and so that the people of the Transvaal, 
who are quite ready to accept British Rule, or 
who were driven out of their homes when Mr. 
Kruger declared war, may resume their 
ordinary avocations.” 

The Daily Telegraph of London is a 
great journal, and it used this language— 


“It will probably be found that these 
sullen malcontents will go on tighting so long 
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jas they have a bullet in their bandoliers, 


on the off-chance of slaying one of their con- 
querors, unless the British authorities make it 
clear that all caught with arms in their hands 
will be shot without mercy. The Germans 


had no compunction in so dealing with the 
Franes Tireurs, and their severity did much 
to shorten the war. We shall hope to see the 
samme measures adopted in South Africa unless 
the various forces now patrolling the two con- 
auered territories met with immediate success. 
A few such engagements as that which is re- 
ported near Vryheld, in which Bethune’s 
Mounted Infantry are said to have killed sixty 
of the enemy, would speedily dishearten the 
marauders, and the proclamation of a specific 
date after which every armed burgher should 
be treated as a rebel and shot would be pro- 
ductive of nothing but good.” 

What is the use of hon. Members opposite 
denouncing me as a traducer and a 
coiner of outrageous charges in the face 
of these statements from leading news- 
papers of Great Britain? And here I 
come at last to the respectable Standard. 
I don't know how they turned this war 
into a rebellion, or at what stage. It 
stated— 

“In every rebellion a point is reached at 
which the services of the Provost Marshal be- 
come more effective than those of the strategist. 
The prompt and ruthless punishment of every 
insurgent burgher caught in delirfo is required. 
We cannot keep a troop of horse outside each 
Boer farm, but we can show its occupant that 
he risks something more than his freedom, or 
even his property, when he takes up arms 
against the Crown.” 

I say therefore that each and all of these 
journals have advocated this policy. 
There are many other circumstances 
which are most mysterious and most 
sinister and disquieting about this whole 
business. Lord Kitchener, it will be 
remembered, assembled a meeting of 
burghers at Pretoria on 21st December, 
and I am surprised that the speech then 
made by Lord Kitchener has attracted 
so little attention in this country. No 
doubt we have not had a full report of 
that speech, but it was a very extra- 
ordinary speech, and it certainly has gone 
a long way towards making me feel 
exceedingly uneasy with reference to 
this policy of “no quarter.” Lord 
Kitchener, addressing the burghers, said 
he was going to adopt for a short time a 
policy of conciliation. He referred to 
Mr. Chamberlain’s statement in the 
House of Commons. He mentioned 
that as the cause for adopting a policy 
of conciliation which was for the time 
being to suspend devastation. He stated 
Ninth Day. 
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that orders had been issued that for the 
time being farms should not continue 
to be burned. He concluded with these 
words— 


“He desired to give them every chance to 
surrender voluntarily and finish the war by 
the most humane means possible. If the con- 
ciliatory method he was now adopting failed, 
he had other means which he would be 
obliged to exercise. He would give the com- 


mittee notice if the time had arrived to con- | 


sider conciliation a failure.” 


Now what are the other means? I 
think we are entitled to demand and to 
insist upon the Government telling us 
what are these other means. They can- 
not have been the policy of devastating 
and burning. that has been 
carried out to such an extent that the 
whole country was nearly turned into a 
desert. They cannot have been the 
policy of refuge in prison camps. because 
that was in full force. It was “other 
means,’ and I want to know what are the 
other means. I have failed to imagine 
any other means. But Lord Kitchener 
is a man who would not use such an 
expression unless he had some means 
present to his mind. When I read 
these words they had to mea most sinis- 
ter meaning, and | read them in con- 
junction with that very extraordinary 
expression—an explanation of which 
ought to have been demanded in the 
debate in December last—used by the 
Colonial Secretary himself. The lan- 
guage which was used in what was called 
his conciliatory speech was— 


because 


“Since the proclamation was ordered no 
doubt the situation has to a certain extent 
changed, because the position of the British 
forces is certainly much stronger than it was 
at that time, that is to say, although there is 
still all this skirmishing going on, regular war- 
fare has practically ceased. Therefore it is 
open to the General now in command to 
reconsider his position and substitute other 
punishments if he thinks it right to do so.” 


Now that is most sinister. What right 
has any man toimport the word * punish- 
ment” into this matter ? This is a war, 
and not a rebellion. I say the use of 
that expression “substitute other 
punishments ” against your enemy was 
a most sinister and dangerous expres- 
sion to use. You have no right to 
punish these men. They have as much 


right to fight in the field as you have. 
I put it at the lowest, and I say the word 


Mr. Dillon. 
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|** punishment ” ought not to be uttered 
| by the lips of any man in a general sense 
‘in connection with this war. No one 
can contend that the punishment in this 
case was narrowly applied to acts of 
treachery or breaches of the usages of 
war. No general expression from states- 
men is needed to deal with such cases. 
Acts of treachery, whether on your side 
or on the side of the Boers, fall to be 
dealt with in the ordinary way by the 
laws of war, and no man of sense would 
complain or find fault with you on the 
one side or the Boers on the other for 
punishing such acts. No would 
complain of the Boers shooting § spies, 
even when they come in the form of 
peace envoys, or of your men doing the 
same if the Boers abuse the white flag. 
I say no man would complain of fair 
play in such matters. But this was an 
expression of general policy applying to 
the whole population in arms against 
you. 

Here is another, and this is the last 
piece of evidence I will read to the House. 
|‘: Hear, hear.”] J think this is a very 
important subject, and I do not see any 
reason why it should be curtailed. It 
comes from a gentleman whose com- 
munications | read with very great in- 
terest, because I believe they are written 
by a very clever man. | do not know 
his name. He is the Johannesburg cor- 
respondent of the Pall Mall Gazette, 
and I have not the least doubt from 
reading the communications that he 
gives what is the predominating feeling 
ot the Uitlanders still there. He says— 


one 


“It seems an ungracious thing to say after 
his masterly conduct of the war up to the fall 
of Pretoria, but the truth cannot be hidden 
that Lord Roberts outstayed his welcome. 
There is a consensus of opinion, from the 
military officer to the man in the street, that 
unless stringent measures are taken peace will 
not reign in this country for twelve months to 
come, and the methods of Lord Roberts were 
not calculated to bring matters to a speedy 
issue. We have now reached a crisis when it 
becomes absolutely necessary to entrust the 
final touches of the campaign to a man whose 
personal feelings of pity and compassion are 
subsidiary to a stern determinativn to finish 
the war at all costs.” 


These words show the public opinion 
of the Uitlander population in Johannes- 
burg. According to the opinion of 
that gentleman, and also of, | have no 
doubt, many military officers, they were 
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red tired of Lord Roberts and of his methods | and about two months afterwards that 
nse as too mild ; they demanded more strin- | proclamation was withdrawn. Like Bruce 
one gent methods; and I leave it to the! Hamilton’s, it was felt to be rather strong 
this imagination of hon. Members what these | for the House of Commons stomach, but 
| of sterner methods are to be. J maintain | it remains on record as one of the most 
s of that there is a case, and a strong case, | disgraceful proclamations that have ever 
tes- for inquiry into this matter. I main-| been issued, showing the intention on 
eS. tain that we are entitled to know whether | the part of Lord Roberts to do an act 
side there is any foundation for these sinister | which would have brought down upon 
» be remarks, which have come from English | his and your name the universal con- 
the channels, and not from Irish or foreign | demnation of all civilised mankind. 
nuld channels. I maintain that we are en-| I pass over a number of charges made 
the titled to obtain from the Government |in the course of this debate against 
for an explanation of what was meant by|the Boers by hon. Members opposite. 
uld the Colonial Secretary when he spoke | I shall take another opportunity of deal- 
es, of “other punishment,” and what was jing with them later. I brand them now 
| of in the mind of Lord Kitchener when he} as absolutely untrue and calumnious. 
the addressed the burghers in December last |'The statement that the Boers have 
lag. and said that if conciliation did not come | systematically abused the white flag is, I 
fair very soon he would be obliged to use | say, a base and cowardly libel. One hon. 
an other methods he had at his disposal. | Member opposite—the Member for the 
5 to Let me refer once more to Lord Roberts. Tottenham Division of Middlesex—got up 
inst This thing has been treated as if it were | and said the Boers had got a different 
the wildest absurdity to make such | code of honour, and he was backed up 
last charges against British generals, but | by the Finanical Secretary to the War 
use, it is not. I have proved them out of | Office, whom I was astonished to hear 
ery your own newspapers. I shall now | making such a charge. He did not state 
any prove them out of the mouth of Lord} of his own knowledge that he had ex- 
It Roberts himself. In the month of June | perience of the abuse of the white flag by 
om- last Lord Roberts issued this Proclama-| the Boers, but he indicted the whole 
in- tion No, 15, dated Johannesburg, June | race—in the words of Edmund Burke, 
ten Ist, 1900— | he indicted the whole nation, with having 
ated “Ido hereby warn all inhabitants of the @ different code ot honvur from the 
Cor- Orange Free State, who after fourteen days | people of this country. Sir, | think 
otte, from the day of this proclamation may be | that is a monstrous charge. and one 
rom jound in arms against Her Majesty, within the | | Sin striatal atleast = foundation. 
“on said Colony, that they will be liable to be cee ie a8 ss ; W : “nies 
dealt with as rebels and to sufferin personand | When we are dealing with this question 
ling property accordingly.” of codes of honour let me draw attention 
igi |Cheers.] And hon. Members opposite | to one case. There may be dishonour 
ites cheer that ! Was there ever such incon- | on more sides than one, and [ am not 
fall sistency ! Hon. Members opposite cheer | here to say that none of the Boers ever 
iden that after they denounce me a_ few | did a dishonourable or treacherous act, 
"a moments before for making baseless) but I am confident that if the question 
that charges. What is the meaning of being | is examined on both sides the Boers will 
will treated as rebels and suffering in person | come as well out of it, at least, as your 
cae and property ! A rebel is liable to execu- | side. I direct your attention to the 
‘ole tion. [An Hon. Memper: Not all.]) story of Surgeon-Captain Fiset, a French- 
n it Not all. They are at the mercy of the | Canadian ofticer, who was in the Trans- 
= General. Either Lord Roberts did not | vaal. Here is his story as to his code of 
_ mean anything by that, or else he meant | honour and the code of honour of that 
nish that he would treat these men—who) humane man, General Bruce Hamilton. 
have all the rights of belligerents, just He says— 
ale =? you were fighting any great Euro- | “T was left ill at Heilbron; two hours later 
pean Power—that he would treat them | the Boers came into the place. One of their 
nes- as rebels. What happened? I put a | patrols came into the hospital and, despite my 
of question here as soon as that was tele- ao I was a medical mr rt em 
| : : cipal ; ae ‘ saleas 
2 | graphed, and I believe the Colonial Sere. | motes romovng my Que, Aa, Mate 
ary telegraphed to the Orange Free State, | to the hospital and asked if I had any com- 
Ninth Day. 











1253 Address in Answer to 
plaints to make. I said, as a medical officer, 
he had no right to make mea prisoner. He 
replied he had a right to make prisoners, and 
had been informed an officer of the hospital 
had been given despatches. I said, if he 
thought I had despatches he could search 
me, but he could not be very shrewd 
if he thought General Hamilton would 
give despatches to a medical officer who 
had no right to take them. I was angry 
and spoke sharply. Fortunately he did not 
search me; had he done so he would have 
found the despatches he was looking for 
between my undéishirt and my body.” 


[An Hon. MempBer: Good man.] An 
hon. Member says “ Good man.” Is that 
your code of honour ? 


‘ 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member must address himself to the 
Chair. 


*Mr. DILLON: Yes; I ask you, Mr. 
Speaker, respectfully, is that the hon. 
Member's code of honour? All I can say 
is, that if it is | congratulate the Boers 
upon having a very different code. This 
gentleman goes on— 

‘They had been given to me by General 
Hamilton to take to Lord Roberts and Lord 
Kitchener, and I had been instructed to hand 
them over as soon as I reached the main 
column. Early next day my purse, horse, and 
saddle were returned to me with the General’s 
compliments.” 


The only other case that I will allude to 
in relation to these charges against the 
Boers is the charge of the murder of 
Esau. I wish to call attention to the 
fact that the right hon. Gentleman based 
this charge on Reuter. When we base 
statements upon Reuter we are howled at, 
but when a Minister does it, and not 
merely does it, but does it without 
mentioning that he is doing it, the case 
is regarded as very different. He madea 
statement, and we were entitled to assume, 
unless he had mentioned the authority 
on which he relied, that he is basing 
his statement upon official information. 
The right hon. Gentleman gave the most 
horrible details of the murder of Esau. 
He read a telegram from Sir Alfred 
Milner, and I noticed that there was no 
reference to the details which had been 
previously given, but, assuming all that is 
said about the killing of Esau to be true, 
what about the murder of Dolly? What 
about your officer Cox who murdered 
Dolly in cold blood, and about whose 
case there is no controversy and no 


Mr. Dillon. 
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doubt, for he admitted all he did in a 
court of law ? And your officers declined 
to prosecute. If ever there was a cold- 
blooded murder it was the murder of 
Dolly. There ought to be some measure 
or balance in these charges. It is im- 
possible that a great war could be con- 
ducted for a year without some acts of 
cruelty on either side. The question is, 
can you adduce a single shred of evidence 
to show that your record in treachery, 
cruelty and ferocity is less than that of 
the Boers? For my part, I think the 
balance goes entirely the other way. 

I now come to the second part of my 
Amendment, which asks the House to 
declare that it is the duty of the Govern- 
ment to take steps to bring this miserable 
war to an end by offering the Govern- 
ments of the two Republics such terms 
of peace as brave and honourable men 
under all the circumstances might be 
expected to entertain. It may be asked 
what I mean by “ such terms of peace. 
I have deliberately abstained from put- 
ting into the Amendment any details 
as to the exact terms which should be 
offered, because I hope there will go into 
the lobby, in favour of offering terms 
of peace. many Members who might 
differ as to the precise nature of those 
terms. But the essence of the Amend- 
ment is that definite terms of peace 
should, in the eyes of the civilised world, 
be offered to the responsible leaders and 
governors of the two States. That is a 
clear issue between my Amendment and 
the policy of the Government. Ever 
since May last, when Presidents Kruger 
and Steyn addressed themselves to Lord 
Salisbury, after the colonies had been 
cleared of the invaders, and asked for 
negotiations, the attitude of the Govern- 
ment has been one of refusal to consider 
any terms with the responsible leaders 
of the forces in the field. Can any Mem- 
ber quote a single precedent in the history 
of Europe during the past century for 
such action? Is there a single case in 
the comity of civilised nations, or where- 
ever white races are gathered together 
in organised States, in which war has 
been waged between two independent 
States, where the victor in the hour of 
his victory has declined to enter into any 
negotiations with the Government of the 
vanquished ? No such thing has ever 
been done before. What would have 
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been said of Germany if, after Sedan, | through being misinformed, he grossly 
when they had not only the army of their | misled the House of Commons. This is 
enemy in their possession, but the whole | what the Financial Secretary said— 

7 achi > of Government and : 

of the m chinery — a Soa “Qn the 8th June a verbal message was 
the head of the State—w hich you Nave | brought from Louis Botha requesting an inter- 
not got in regard toSouth Africa—they view with Lord Roberts. Lord Roberts 


had declined to hold any communication | #nswered the letter in his own hand consenting 


; - | to an interview between the outposts, but 
with the new Government set up in| e posts, 


: peg Agta | Botha’s answer was not satisfactory in that he 
France? All civilisation would have would not agree to the terms on which they 
. ‘ . 
cried shame upon Germany. But | were to meet. I myself have not seen the 
Germany did not attempt anything of | actual letter, but I believe Botha stated that 
7 saul sg sige <a one he did not mean to consider any terms unless 
the kind. It is * In suppo! G your | independence was assured.” 
wsition, to say there are no Govern- : ; ; 
ten There is just as much a Govern- I got up amid much interruption and 
. an ackea shether oo PE. eee 
ment to-day in the Transvaal as there | asked whether he would lay Papers 
' after Sedan. I assert giving full details of what passed. He 
did lay Papers; and what is the result ? 
' There is not a single word of truth in 
that statement ; on the contrary, it is 
‘in every detail absolutely the reverse of 
what occurred. Why was the House of 
ments and continuing the war at ruinous | ‘ ee — rea as to — 
silane anise ‘ » tanlateien | correspondence ! Papers have been laic 
expense wear down the resistance of the | corresp er 6Faper 
ste You may break up their main | 4gain and again since this correspondence 
a Pash aP >, Tee : x 
bodies and disarm them ; you may have | passed, but no Papers in connection with 
a cessation of hostilities until another | nSeetigd Rs ge “we past vs years 
opportunity occurs, but until you come to | have peen aid Ww uch W apts greater 
some arrangement with the responsible a ol os to ee 
and trusted leaders of the people you will , sees sn Bree ype a fy — held 
never get a permanent peace. | suppressed and intended to be withhelc 
YP e J 
What is tl aie eee from the House of Commons, but for the 
at Is » position taken up by the ‘ ; 
( aat Is ne oa — i I “ol fact that I interrupted the hon. Gentle- 
er » 4 3 yresse on 11S | 7 
soir a ae ‘id “Trae | man What really happened? On the 
s > other day y said, ih ae ' : 
Linger ersaben ear me th aft Mi 12th June Lord Roberts wrote the fol- 
7 , 4 a oF ate , 1e OV 1- | ° 
oe a a See ee : lowing letter to General Botha— 
ments ; our terms with the Governments | 
and the leaders are unconditional sur- | F 
render, but Lord Roberts and General | i the hope that they may have the effect of 
me | inducing your Honour, in the cause of 
Buller have always been most anxious | humanity, to refrain from further resistance. 
to meet the enemy in every way, to open | The British foree under my command so 
the door for surrender and to make the | a Pee conan haa desi apg 2% 
tate: eames 2? . ‘ f | 5 , « tae iD 
Way easy. I deny that. I go further. | more weeks, there can be but one result. 
| say a most extraordinary and unhappy | After the gallant struggle your Honour and 
attempt has been made to keep the House force — your Se ara. _, made, 
of Commons in the dark on this subject. | there can be no question of loss of honour 
3 eae Stee | should you decide to accept the counsel I now 
Wherever the responsibility lies it has | venture to proffer.” 
been singularly unfortunate. What hap- | 
pened here the other night? The | First of all, there is not a suggestion in 
Financial Secretary to the War Office got | that letter of any verbal message coming 
up mainly for the purpose of elucidating | to Lord Roberts. It is perfectly manifest 
this particular point, and of assuring the on the face of the communication that 
House that Lord Roberts had done every- | that letter was sent on the initiative of 
thing in his power to promotea meeting | Lord Roberts. In the second place. 
with General Botha. [am the last man | could anything more instructive, interest- 


was in France 
that you can never have peace in South 
Atricea until you negotiate with the 
Government of these two States. You 
may, | dare say you will, I have no 
doubt you will, by ealling out reinforce- 


“Your Honour,—I address these few lines 


in the House to seek to make a charge | ing, or wonderful be imagined than the 
against the Financial Secretary. I have commentary supplied by this letter on 
always found him honourable and} the condition of mind of Lord Roberts, 
kindly to his opponents, but I do say | for it is evident from this letter that he 
that in this instance, I have no doubt | was under the impression that the war 
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was sure to end in two or three weeks, | liminary conditions, and to discuss the 


even if the Boers did their best. It is 


no wonder that Lord Kitchener had to! 


criticise the arrangements of the Army 
after Lord Roberts left. 
Botha’s reply to that letter— 


“Your Excellency,—In answer to your letter 
of yesterday wherein your Excellency advises 
me, in the interests of humanity, not to con- 
tinue this strife any longer to your Army as 
your force exceeds ours so greatly in numbers, 
I wish to give your Excellency the assurance 
that the subject is receiving my serious con- 
sideration. However, for the purpose of 
arriving at a decision, it is not only absolutely 
necessary for me to call a General Council of 
War of my officers and to consult them, but 
above all it is necessary for me to consider the 
subject with my Government. I trust that 
for the sake of humanity your Excellency will 
give me the opportunity for such consideration 
and consultation. 

* As some of my officers are near the Natal 
border, and I am also a long way separate 
from my Government, this will require some 
time. I ask your Excellency kindly, there- 
fore, for an armistice for six days, beginning 
from to-morrow morning at sunrise, during 
which time no forward movement will be 
made on either side within the territory of the 
South African Republic. 

“[ would very much like to receive from 
your Excellency to-day an answer to your re- 
quest, and if possible by the agent who is 
taking this letter.” 


Lord Roberts replies refusing the armis- 
tice requested. [“ Read, read!”] For 
the moment, all I have to say is that that 
is not the account given to the House of 
Commons; it is the very reverse. We 


Here is General | 


were told by the Financial Secretary 


that the ground on which the meeting 
did not take place was that Louis Botha 


any terms unless independence was 
assured. There is not a line of justifica- 
tion for that statement; there is not a 
word of truth in it. Lord Roberts 
offered a modified form of armistice, and 
Louis Botha then replies— 


| 


| 


subject with an open mind. It is in- 
famous that that fact should have been 
held back from the knowledge of the 
country, and the House of Commons and 
the public deliberately deceived in the 
interests of that section of Gentlemen 
opposite and of some of those who cheered 
when I said Lord Roberts refused the 
armistice, and in the interests of those 
for whom The Times speaks when before 
and ever since the war began it has 


raised a howl whenever there was a 
prospect of peace or negotiation. There 


is a faction in this country and in South 
Africa who have engineered and brought 
about this war for vile and selfish in- 
terests, and that faction have stood in 
the path of peace from the day the first 
shot was fired until this hour; they are 
the men who forged the Johannesburg 
letter ; they are the men who thought it 
was no blot upon the personal honour of 
Mr. Rhodes to deceive his Government 
and to lie all round. As by forgery and 
lying they thought in 1896 to rob the 
people of the Transvaal of their liberty, 
and as by lying and forgery they em- 
broiled in 1899 this country in the most 
disgraceful war that has ever blotted her 
annals, so down to this very hour they 
have continued this infamous work, and 
by lying, suppression, and forgery they 
have misrepresented the leaders of the 
Boers to this country, they have told the 
people of England what was false and 
what they knew to be false—that the 


: | Boer leaders refused to meet Lord Roberts 
wrote to say that he would not consider | 


unless independence was guaranteed—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is now stating that the 
noble Lord the Financial Secretary to 


‘the War Office said something in this 


“Your Excellency, —In answer to your | 


letter, dated 14th June, just received by me, 
wherein your Excellency consents to an 
armistice for five days, but with the reservation 
of the right to your Excellency to move your 
army in all directions within the South 


African Republic, except east of Elands River | 


station and north of the Volksrust-J ohannnes- 
burg Railway line, I must, to my great regret, 
inform your Excellency that this reservation 


makes it impossible for me to accept this | 


armistice, which I have so much desired.” 


From beginning to end there is not one 
word about terms. 


Botha was willing | 


to come to the meeting with no pre-| 


Mr. Dillon. 


House which he knew to be false. 
*Mr. DILLON: Indeed, I did not, Sir. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 


said that— 


*Mr. DILLON: Indeed, I did not, 


Sir. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
said earlier in his speech that the in- 
formation to which he has just referred 
was given to the House by the Financial 





hor 
did 
Lor 
actl 
spe 
imp 


) 
the 
if a 
an 
mal 
the 
seen 
did 
War 
Ih 
this 
ss 
hon. 
was 
cert 
was 
I qu 


*M 
to n 
Ww 
auth 
my 
this 
how 
to e1 
Afric 
they 
sign. 
suing 
utter 
pleas 
In ¢ 
day, 
the } 
and 





1258 


; the 
3 in- 
been 
the 
; and 
the 
omen 
pered 
the 
those 
efore 
has 
as a 
‘here 
outh 
ught 
h in- 
din 
first 
y are 
burg 
ht it 
ur of 
ment 
> and 
» the 
erty, 
el- 
most 
d her 
they 
and 
they 
f the 
d the 
and 
t the 
yberts 


‘wee 


The 
the 
ry to 
- this 


Sir. 


’ 


mber 
not, 


mber 
e in- 
erred 
ncial 








1259 Address in Answer to 


Secretary to the War Office. He has now 
proceeded to say, ‘‘ They have told the 
country what they knew to be false.” 
The hon. Member must withdraw that 
remark. 


*Mr. DILLON: I will be only too 
glad to apologise if | gave that im- 
pression, but 1 think you did not follow 
my speech very closely. I quite admit 
that | spoke in heat, and my words may 
not have reached you. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I heard the 
hon. Member previously say that he 
did not cast any imputation on the noble 
Lord, as he stated he had not seen the 
actual letter, but in the latter part of his 
speech he certainly did cast such an 
imputation. 


*Mr. DILLON: I will put an end to 
the matter by most fully withdrawing 
if anybody dreamt that I was casting 
an imputation on the noble Lord. To 
make myself perfectly clear, I said that 
the noble Lord told me he had not 
seen the letters himself, and that he 
did not see them until he went to the 
War Office and got the papers. But 
I had passed away from Members of 
this House. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I quite accept the 
hon. Member's statement. All I said 
was that in the heat of the moment he 
certainly used an expression which 
was capable of that interpretation. 
I quite accept his withdrawal. 


*Mr. DILLON: I am quite prepared 
to make any amende to the noble Lord. 
I was applying my language to the 
authors of the Jameson raid, who, in 
my opinion, created and worked for 
this war, and stopped at no means, 
however disgraceful and unscrupulous, 
to embroil this country and the South 
African Republics. Most completely have 
they succeeded in their nefarious de- 
sign. I charge them now with pur- 
suing that detestable policy to the 
utter destruction of these people, but, 
please God, they never will succeed 
in achieving that. They stand to- 
day, as they stood five years ago, in 
the path of peace, with their forgeries 
and lies, but now with the blood of 
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20,000 Englishmen who have perished 
in this conflict upon their heads, and 
the ruin of two nations. The vengeance 
of God, though it is slow, will yet, 
I trust, find them out, because in the 
pursuit of their vile and selfish ends they 
have given all South Africa to fire and 
sword, and they have embroiled England 
in the bloodiest and most disgraceful 


war she has ever known, and called 
down upon her the universal con- 
demnation of the civilised world. I beg 


to move the Amendment standing in my 
nar. 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I rise to second this Amendment, 
which has been moved in a speech of 
passionate eloquence, elaborate and 
powertul reasoning and illustration, and, 
[ venture to say, a spirit of wise and 
broad statesmanship. [Laughter.] Hon. 


Members opposite may think those 
words ill-chosen, but although some 


of them may dissent, as I do, from 
some of the words and contentions 
of my hon. friend, they will at least 


recognise the broad spirit in’ which 
he has entered upon this question 


and tried to raise the standard of action 
of this country in this great struggle. 
This Amendment raises issues of 
the gravest importance upon which I, 
representing an English Liberal con- 
stituency, hold that the opinion of 
the House of Commons should be de- 
clared at this crisis in the nation’s 
history. Many of us have been chal- 
lenged during the recent election for 
voting in favour of my hon. friend’s 


Amendment to the Address in the 
session of October, 1899. I feel the 
same satisfaction in seconding this 


motion as I felt in voting for that. 
The hon. Member for East Mayo was 
then supporting the application to 
this struggle of that principle of arbi- 
tration which we all pretend to want 
carried out, and what he has done now 
is to lay before the House the strongest 
‘ase I have heard for years for an in- 
quiry into the statements he has made 
—statements for every one of which 
he has given actual evidence of great 
force and weight. As I listened to his 
speech, I could not help thinking of 
the parallel between the debate of to- 
‘night and that of yesterday. Then 


Ninth Day. 
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we were asking for, and the Govern- 


ment granted, an inquiry into the 
eases of ghastly and sorrowful sur- 
render. Now my hon. friend, as I} 


understand him, is laying this tremen- 
dous series of charges before the House 
rather as a case which demands the 
impartial and loyal consideration of 
this great court of the Empire, in order 
that the highest and noblest standards 
of warfare, which it has been the pride 
of this country to uphold in the past, 

may be maintained. The policy of, 
crushing resistance without parley. or 
negotiation, or consideration for the 
feelings of those with whom you are fight- 
ing, is as unwise as it is cruel. I believe 
the whole of this country and a great 
portion of the forces in South Africa— 
although they will fight to the last with 
all possible gallantry, doing their duty, 
however tired they may be of the ghastly 
series of affairs—are weary of thestruggle. 
We are weary of the enormous and 
increasing burden which will paralyse 
social reform, which is starving many 
charities and philanthropic efforts all 
over the country, and which is putting 
a millstone around the neck of British 
trade at one of the most serious crises 
it has had to face; but the Govern- 
ment, when we are all so anxious to 
bring this war to the speediest possible 
conclusion, have adopted the very worst 
methods for securing that end. What 
are their methods? They are to add to 
the legitimate fighting strength—which, 
of course, it is the duty of the Govern- 


ment, though I do not support them 
in doing it, to exercise—two instru- 
ments which I think are the worst 


that can be imagined in such a ease as 
this. First, they have refused to the 
enemy just the very thing that men 
of that type and character cling to 
with the most passionate devotion and 
loyalty —namely, their liberty: and, 
secondly, they are attempting to enforce 
their submission by this hideous 
terrorism of threats of suffering and 
torture of the weak and defenceless. 

The First Lord of the Treasury said 
the other day that the prolongation of 
this war was due to the enemy, and not 
to ourselves. I venture to say that the 
prolongation of the war is, as a matter 
of demonstration, the result of the 
policy of His Majesty's Oe 

Mr. Channing. 
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We have recently had the despatches 
and proclamations of Lord Roberts laid 
before Parliament. Those despatches 


|May or may not—I express no view— 


raise the opinion of military experts with 
regard to the strategic capacity of Lord 
Roberts, but they certainly lower our 
view of his capacity as a statesman and 
politician, and as one who has to ad- 
minister the delicate and difficult con- 
siderations that go to the root of the 
instincts and feelings of his fellow-men. 
In these proclamations we have had 
what I ean call nothing but a litter of 
inconsistent and contradictory  state- 
ments. It is absolutely impossible for 
any man reading those proclamations to 
find out what would be the result of his 
action or his abstention from action. 
What impression could they produce on 
the narrow and prejudiced but shrewd 
race opposed to us! The Boers must 
have thought alternately that they had 
to deal with the fatuous imbecility of 
Dogbery and Verges, and the scarcely dis- 
guised merciless policy of a Duke of Alva. 
You have had in Lord Roberts's campaign 
more than one opportunity of bringing 
this war to a close. Lord Roberts him- 
self admits that the risk of his rapid 
rush on Bloemfontein and Pretoria was 
serious from a military point of view, 
and I say—and I challenge contradiction 
—the one real justification for the risk 
and suffering of those rapid operations 
would undoubtedly have been to use 
the moment of success in order to 


put before the more — influential 
members of the Boer community 
just those considerations and _ offers 
of terms which might have served 


to bring about at least the beginning of 
negotiations which might have resulted 
in an agreement between the two sides. 
This has been laid before the country in 
the clearest possible way by one of the 
greatest of Conservative statesmen, Sir 
Edward Clarke. What is the pro- 
fessed aim of the Government policy ! 
It is to have a contented and _ peace- 
ful South Africa, equal rights for all 
men, and fair play for all parties; the 
open door for al] industries, and free 
institutions, which the Secretary for the 
Colonies and many others have explained 
again and again would ultimately be 
granted in order to give the freedom 
and the free self-government now enjoyed 
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by Canada and Australia to these South 
African communities. I venture to say 
that the policy you have adopted week 
by week has put the whole possibility of 
such a solution farther and farther away 
from you. You can read the signs of 
the times in South Africa. Thank 
Heaven, Cape Colony has not joined in 
this movement, and I hope that no con- 
sideration may induce the Dutch in Cape 
Colony to join in the struggle, which 
would thus enlarge the area of the 
war. .f am one of those who look 
upon the military result of this war as a 
foregone conclusion. I have no doubt 
as to the ultimate result of these military 
operations, but I do think that to 
carry out this policy with exasperation 
is one of the most unwise and improper 
courses to take in so grave an emer- 
gency. 

My hon. friend the Member for East 
Mayo has quoted many passages from the 
press to show the real temper which is 
present in the minds of some supporters 
of His Majesty’s Government and the 
policy they are pressing for. Let us 
here in the House of Commons let 
South Africa know the terms which 
the Government are prepared to give 
to the Boers if they surrender. 
Let us know the immediate terms, and 
let them be frankly and fairly made 
known to the Boers forthwith through- 
out South Africa. I listened to the last 
speech of the Colonial Secretary, and 
remember the speech which he addressed 
to the House in December last, and they 
present a great contrast. There seems 
to be in the policy of the Government 


as explained across the floor of the House | 


of Commons just the same vacillation 
as in the proclamations issued by Lord 
Roberts. Your policy must produce on 
the minds of your enemy the same un- 
certainty and hopelessness of making out 
what their fate would be, and there is 
the same distrust of your intentions. 
What I have to challenge His Majesty’s 
Government upon is that if 
continue the policy which they are 


now doing; if the Colonial Secretary | 


continues to refuse to offer terms of 
settlement, and if he continues to be 
guided in his policy by Sir Alfred Milner 
and Lord Kitchener, and still declares 
that until they give him leave to offer 
terms of peace he will leave things in 
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| their hands, then I say the responsibility 
for the prolongation of this war rests 
clearly with His Majesty’s Government, 
and they will have to face the responsi- 
bility before history as to whether they 
are not themselves in their own hearts 
aiming at a policy of extermination, of 
absolute annihilation, and of absolute 
removal of these troublesome races. My 
attention was called to an article in the 
Economic Journal, written by a great 
financial authority in the City, over well- 
known initials. In this article the 
argument was deliberately put forward 
that the prolongation of the war was an 
advantage to His Majesty's Ministers 
and to those interested in speculations 
in South Africa. The prolongation of 
the war was said to be an advantage to 
British occupation, because each month, 
as it went on, diminished and swept away 
the Boer race; and day by day more 
and more of these wretched men were 
being reduced to bankruptcy, and more 
and more would be killed off and dis- 
appear. I listened with interest to a 
speech made by the noble Lord the 
Member for North Bedfordshire, who 
has rendered valuable service in South 
Africa. He spoke in a very appreciative 
way of the character of the Boer farmers, 
and he pointed out that the probable 
solution in South Africa would be the 
complete colonisation of these Boer 
colonies by British colonists, who had 
been encouraged to take these farm 
under a sort of compulsory expro- 
priation. 


the King’s Speech. 


*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order ! These 
matters do not arise under this Amend- 
ment. 


*Mr. CHANNING : I will not pursue 
that argument further, but I was simply 
using it as an illustration that even in 
minds like that of the noble Lord who 
has been in South Africa there was a 
contemplation of this policy of driving 
the Boers out of their own country, in 
order that we might occupy it ourselves. 
This impression has arisen because of 
the persistent refusal of His Majesty's 
| Government to put forward conciliatory 
'terms which might be accepted by a 
brave and resolute people. I trust that 
ithe right hon. Gentleman will remove 


| this impression, and that His Majesty’s 


3C Ninth Day, 
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Government may even now do some- | 


thing to bring this hateful war to a 
conclusion. I say that His Majesty’s 
Government, in the face of the speeches 
which have been made and of the articles 
which we have seen in the press, and in 


view of all the facts we have before us, | 


are bound to attempt to clear them- 
selves from the suspicion that this war 
is being prolonged in order to accom- 
plish the extinction and the extermina- 
tion of these people. 


I have only one more word to add, and | 


it is that I have always been taught— 


and I believe every lad in the Anglo- | 


Saxon race has been taught—to love and 
respect the passionate determination of a 
people to make any sacrifice to defend 
their homes. That is the fundamental 
quality of the Boers who are fighting 
against us to-day. We heard to-day that 
some of the Boer women were condemned 
in the camps because their husbands were 
showing this noble courage and fighting 
for their independence, and it was said 
that these women were to be subjected to 
starvation rations in order that their 
husbands might be coerced. I heard a 
few days ago that in some of our camps 
Boer women had been expressing in the 
strongest and most passionate terms their 
hope and belief that their husbands and 
sons would never allow the sufferings of 
the women to be a motive for surrender- 
ing their struggle for their liberties. 
Whatever we may think of the origin of 
the war, such noble motives as these 
should weigh in our hearts, and should 
have their influence in urging His 
Majesty's Government to take some such 
course as is suggested in this Amend- 
ment— 


Amendment proposed— 


“At the end of the Question, to add the 
words, ‘But we humbly represent to Your 
Majesty that the wholesale burning of farm- 
houses, the wanton destruction and looting of 


private property, the driving of women and | 


children out of their homes without shelter or 
proper provision of food, and the confinement 
of women and children in prison camps are 
practices not in accordance with the usages of 
war as recognised by civilised nations ; that 
such proceedings are in the highest degree 
disgraceful and dishonouring to a nation pro- 
fessing to be Christian, and are calculated by 
the intense indignation and hatred of the 
British name which they must excite in 
the Dutch population to immensely increase 
the difficulty of restoring peace to South 
Africa. And we humbly and earnestly re- 


Mr. Channing. 
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sag to Your Majesty that it is the duty of 
| Your Majesty’s Government immediately to 
put a stop to all practices contrary to the 
recognised usages of war in the conduct of the 
war in South Africa; and to make an effort 
to bring the war to an end by proposing to 
the Governments of the two Republics such 
terms of peace as brave and honourable men 
might, under all the circumstances, be reason- 
ably expected to entertain.’ ”—(.Mr. Dillon.) 


the King’s Speech. 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there added.” 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): I have heard many astonishing 
things in the course of this debate, but I 
think the most astonishing of all was that 
which fell from the hon. Gentleman who 
has just sat down when he alluded to 
the speech of the hon. Member for East 
Mayo as dictated by a wise and broad 
statesmanship. I am no stranger to the 
methods of the hon. Member for East 
Mayo. This is a subject which deserves 
at the hands of the House of Commons 
a treatment distinguished by judgment 
and discretion, and, if possible, without 
passion. I have heard the hon. Member 
for East Mayo on many occasions, but, 
though well steeled to his invective, I 
confess that I do not think that either 
in the vehemence or in the length of his 
paroxysms he ever surpassed himself in 
the historical exaggerations which he has 
applied to this subject. Those hon. Gentle- 
men who do not know the hon. Member 
for East Mayo and who do not know his 
supporters might suppose that this 
rhetoric had been called into existence 
by this special case, whereas nearly every 
plece of invective was familiar to us on 
this side of the House. It has been used 
before in the Irish debates—yes, and not 
only has the invective done duty before, 
but the cheers with which it was greeted 
have also done duty before. It has done 
duty whenever British soldiers were 
fighting against the Mahdi, or the Kha- 
lifa, or the Afridis, or any real or sup- 
posed enemy of Great Britain. 

The hon. Member, who revels in such 
a speech, asked us at the close to enter 
on the business in a spirit of conciliation. 
The hon. Member stood there as an 
‘apostle of conciliation ; but what single 
sentence in his speech led to conciliation ? 
| What single opportunity did he give to 
Gentlemen on this side of the House to 
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join him in that effort, which many of 
us on this side of the House, even in the 
present debate on the Address, have 
urged the House of Commons to make, 
and to put aside these bitternesses if we 
could in order to arrive at some common 
ground of settlement. On the contrary, 
the hon. Member said everything he 
could to stimulate antagonism. He said 
everything he could to exasperate and 
not to conciliate opposition. He did. 
everything he could to make us farther | 
apart and to make the cleavage greater. 
He did everything he could in these 
directions, and every word he used will be 
telegraphed to South Africa, and there 
they will impair the chances of an ulti- 
mate settlement. I should not object , 
to his invective if it were always based | 
on facts. The hon. Member has cor- 
rected me with regard to a statement I 
made, on information which reached me 
and which has since been corroborated 
by Sir A. Milner. I said not one word 


with regard to the Boers. What | 
said was that these were men whose 


minds had been poisoned by pernicious 
literature which the hon. Member freely 
quoted and which the hon. Member for 
Carnarvon also quoted, and which has 
since been found to be doctored for the 
palate of hon. Members opposite. The 
hon. Member objected when I rose to 
ask him what evidence he had of the 
truth of the pamphlet from which he 
was quoting—an interruption which he 
repudiated at the time, but which has 
since been found to be justified by one of 
the most outrageous and open instances 
of cutting out all which tells against his 
side, in order to make a case, which has 
ever been put before the House of Com- 
mons, even by a Conciliation Committee. | 
In that race, in that competition of un- 
just modelling of evidence, the hon. 
Member for East Mayo is not far behind 
his colleague the Member for Carnarvon. 
The hon. Member attacked Lord Roberts 
for his political conduct of the war, and | 
he even ventured to impeach his mili- 
tary conduct for the state in which he 
left the troops in South Africa. The 
hon. Member said, What was the Com- 
mander-in-Chief for, if he left the Army 
in that position? And he quoted from 
an article the purport of which was to 
explain the grounds on which Lord | 


Kitchener had to take three months 
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to remove the consequences of Lord 
Roberts’s ‘ disorganisation’’ before he 
could move. 


Mr. DILLON: What I said was that 
if the account given in a specially inspired 
article published in The Times last Friday 
was correct, then Lord Roberts was not 
fit to command. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Yes, and he has 
repeated it again. How “specially in- 
spired’’? What right has the hon. Mem- 
ber to declare that the article was specially 
inspired ? 


Mr. DILLON: It could not pass the 


censor otherwise. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Then why did not 
Lord Kitchener censor all the letters 
from which the hon. Member has quoted 
reflecting upon himself? The hon. Member 
must know as well as I do that letters 
have come to this country by the hun- 
dred and the thousand which cannot be 


touched by the censor. Coming to 
Lord Kitchener, an honourable and 
generous man, who has _honourably 


served with Lord Roberts, with whom 
he is on the closest terms of intimacy and 
friendship, the hon. Member had the 
assurance to tell the House that Lord 
Kitchener had inspired this letter against 
Lord Roberts, and—putting his own con- 
struction upon it—said this was Lord 
Kitchener’s revenge for Paardeberg. 
[Cries of “Shame.” ] The motive of the 
hon. Member can be seen from that 
statement, and from the fact that he left 
off reading the letter at the exact point 
where it relieved Lord Kitchener from 
the gross insinuation the hon. Member 
sought to convey. What was the nature 
of that letter? It contained these 
words—* It must not be imagined that 
Lord Roberts was in any way to blame 
for this state of things.” Why did the 
hon. Member not read that sentence ? 


Mr. DILLON: I read that out loud to 
the House. 


AN Hon. MEMBER: Apologise ! 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am afraid if the 
hon. Member did read it I do not recol- 
lect it. 
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Mr. DILLON : Everyone heard me. 


tion of the country. 


Mr. BRODRICK: If he did read it 
then it certainly does not appear in print. | 
Did the hon. Member read this— 

“Tt was the inevitable outcome of a pro- | 
tracted campaign in a difficult country, with 
an enormous area, and also the complete 
change in the character of the war on the part 
of the enemy from a war of defence to an 
offensive guerilla war.” 


Why did not the hon. Member read that ? 
Because it would have destroyed his 
bitter and groundless insinuation about 
Lord Kitchener going behind the back of 
Lord Roberts to a correspondent of The 
Times in order to poison the mind of the 
British public, which Lord Kitchener 
would never have thought of doing. 
Just in the same way the hon. Member 
was good enough to put into my mouth 
expressions I never used, and for which 
there was not a particle of evidence to) 
justify his charges. The hon. Member 
has tried to saddle us with statements 
we have never made, just as he has tried 
to saddle Lord Kitchener with things he 
has never written. He has taken on 
trust garbled extracts which have reached 
him from anonymous letters, and when 
Lord Roberts, out of the courtesy of his 
nature, writing to Mr. Stead, said—what 
many of us, [ fear, would not have said— 
namely, 

“T readily accept your statement that this 
ofticer is a man of good standing and un- 
blemished repute,” 


the hon. Member went as near as he 
dared to saying that Lord Roberts was 
standing bail for the truth of the accusa- 
tion made by Mr. Stead. 


Mr. DILLON : Nothing of the kind. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I will not follow 
the hon. Member further than I can 
help upon these lines, for I believe that | 
they are fraught with the utmost danger | 
to future negotiations, the utmost incon- 
venience at present, and I believe it to be 
wholly foreign to the judicial temper 
in which the House should discuss these 
proceedings. 

Looking at the subject from that point 
of view, | would say one word as to the 
exaggerated account which the hon. 


Member gave of the state of the Trans- 
yaal and the Orange River Colony. 


He, 
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said there had been a wholesale devasta- 
That is absolutely 
untrue, according to any facts which 
have reached us, or even from any in- 
sinuations which have reached us, from 
authentic source. There must, of 
course, be very considerable devastation 


fought over in some instances _half-a- 
Obviously that 
But what are the 
facts of the case? I will tell the House 
in two or three minutes. In the first 
place, we are still waiting for the actual 
facts as to the number of farms burned ; 
but the hon. Member left the impression 
on the House that all the burnings and 
devastation had been carried out by 
orders of British generals. That is abso- 
lutely wrong. When the British en- 
tered the Orange Free State they found 
that lies had been spread in front of 
them, calumnious statements that the 
honour of women would not be safe and 
that farms would be looted; and they 
found that farm after farm had been 
deserted, and in every single instance 
those farms had been looted and in many 
cases burned by the Kaffirs. I have it 
on the authority of Lord Roberts himself 
that those in advance of the army arrived 
at homestead after homestead which 
they found a smoking ruin when they 
entered the colony. And to a large 
extent the destruction and devastation 
of the farms in the two colonies was 
caused by the desertion of the farms by 
the Boers and their destruction by the 
Kaffirs. I do not wish to say anything 
to make matters more difficult between 
the two races; but I would remind the 
House that one of our greatest difficulties 
has been the attitude of some of the 
Boers towards the Kaftirs, and that the 
Kaffirs had a long score to settle with the 
Boers, when the time and the oppor- 
tunity came for looting their houses. 
There was a second class of cases which 
came under the description of punish- 
ment—that word to which the hon. 
Member for East Mayo so vehemently 
objected. A British general was not 
merely entitled, but he was bound to take 
serious notice of cases of treachery in 
farmhouses. There has been an im- 
mense amount of treachery in this war. 
of breach of parole, and a great deal of 
harbouring of the enemy in farmhouses 
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which had received our protection. 
There has been concealment of arms and 
ammunition. Ammunition has been dis- 
covered when some farms were burnt 
carefully kept out of sight. The destruc- 
tion of these buildings forms the second 
class of cases for which I am _ perfectly 
ready in this House. to stand bail and to 
defend the conduct of the generals, and 
which accounts for a very large amount 
of such devastation as has been caused. 
There has been a third class of case— 
the destruction of the line on which the 


whole provision of the forces, and the | 


non-combatants as well, depended during 
the progress of the operations. The hon. 
Member for East Mayo and other Mem- 
bers on the same side have addressed the 
House with great vehemence and have 
delivered a strong attack upon us because 
we have not always been able to give the 
whole of the population which depended 
upon us full rations of every kind during 
the campaign. But the same Members 
who so vehemently attack us for that 
make an equally vigorous attack because 
punitive measures were set in force in 
order to protect the lines trom being 
broken. At one time, for weeks  to- 
gether, the line was broken at some place 
or other every night, and it was abso- 
lutely necessary to take strong steps 
in these cases. Lord Roberts may 
have issued strong proclamations, and 
may have acted up to them in certain 
If he did so it was because he 
thought it was necessary in order to 
preserve his force, and also in order to 
find food for the enormous civil popula- 
tion depending upon him. When we 
talk of war, do let us divest our minds of 
cant. War cannot be made without a 
certain amount of human suffering. All 
you can do is to palliate that suffering 
and alleviate it as much as you can. 
What Lord Roberts and Lord Kitchener 
have had to do will bear comparison with 
the humanity of any war that has ever 
been waged. [Cries of “ No” from the 
Irish benches.] There is no war which 
has ever been carried on before in which 
the general began by sending on parole 
all those who were willing to go back to 
their farms; there has been no war in 


Cases. 


which the general has attempted success- | 


fully to feed all the women and children 
who came to him. Go back to the 


American War and see the devastation 
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|of tracts of country by Sheridan and 
Sherman ; go back to the Franco-German 
War and see what was found necessary 
by the German generals through many 
months when they were in a hostile 
country. So far from hon. Members call- 
ing on all their gods to witness against 
their own fellow-countrymen, I say that 
we have aright to be proud of the human- 
ity of our officers. We have aright also 
to be proud that in all these difficulties we 
have scarcely heard of one outrage by a 
private soldier, and we can hardly trace 
a single case in which a general has by 
some hasty expression or decision di- 
verged from the path which we, sitting 
quietly here, find it so easy to trace out 
for him. 

I am asked to declare again what the 
intentions of the Government are. They 
have been already stated by the Secretary 
for the Colonies in the admirable speech 
he made last December, and confirmed 
by the First Lord of the Treasury during 
the present session of Parliament. But 
we are told that if we do not at once 
answer the statements made by our 
opponents we have assented to them. 
I say again, as regards the question of the 
independence of the two Republics, the 
Government has not the slightest inten- 
tion of giving way. Subject to that, we 
are willing to consider at the proper time, 
and we have encouraged the generals to 
communicate freely with the Boer com- 
manders, reasonable terms of settlement. 
[t is perfectly well known to all in autho- 
rity in the Transvaal that there is no 
reluctance whatever on the part of His 
Majesty’s representatives to meet them ; 
but we shall do no good by going cap in 
hand at this moment and offering terms 
which would be indignantly rejected, 
such as those discussed in the House on 
the last occasion and on the present. | 
can only say this, that if more motions of 
this kind are made it will be our duty to 
answer them, but that we can add no- 
thing to the declarations we have already 
made. So far from these motions being 
those of wise and broad statesmanship, 
I believe that they are in every way 
injurious to the ends which they are 
supposed to promote. They are not 
wanted as a check on our generals, they 
/are not necessary as a stimulus to the 
/Government to make peace, and 


| believe they create a false impression 
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abroad and in South Africa, while I know 
that the speeches by which they are 
accompanied contain grave and un- 
warrantable imputations on the Com- 
mander-in-Chief and form a gross libel 
on our Army. They tend to heighten 
passions and to deepen resentments, and 
in consequence they increase the diffi- 
culty of settlement. I do not think that 
many of the observations addressed to 
the House were made with the object 
of conveying sympathy with the Boers 
—[Hon. Members on the Irish benches: 
Oh, oh!]—-so much as with a desire 
to embarrass the Government. The 
Government have shown that, although 
they mean vigorously to prosecute the 
war by every means in their power, 
they are still ready at any moment to 
welcome proffered peace, on terms which 
perhaps are not usually given, and to 
allow those who have been in arms 
against us to go to their homes. We are 


determined that there shall be humane | 


treatment of those who surrender, as well 
as of those who, according to the laws of 
war, are in arms against us. | trust 
that we shall not be hampered further by 
motions of this kind, which can add no- 
thing to our determination in one direc- 


tion or the other, but which are eminently , 


caleulated to prevent what ought to be, 
and I hope still is, the desire of all parties 
in the House—namely, an early and 
satisfactory conclusion of the war. 


*Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh) : 
Mr. Speaker, we all recognise the great 
importance of the statement which has 
just been made by the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Secretary of State for War. I 
do not refer to the purely controversial 
matters dealt with in his speech, but to- 
wards the end of his speech he came on 
to discuss a matter which is vital at this 
time, the question of the terms upon 
which this war might be brought to an 
end, and he said that the statement 
which he made might be regarded as 
final. The statement was evidently very 
carefully considered and carefully worded, 
and we are told that after this, if any 
further questions are raised in this House, 
we may expect to be referred back to the | 
statement made by the right hon. Gentle- 
man this evening. We are entitled, 


therefore, to ask for some little informa- 
tion in regard to those terms to which 


Mr. Brodrick. 
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we alluded. We are entitled to know 
what the Government really mean by the 
statement which they have put into the 
mouth of the Minister for War to-night. 
Now, the right hon. Gentleman spoke of 
future negotiations, and he deprecated 
the speech of the hon. Member for East 
Mayo on the ground that the motion 
which he moved and the speech which he 
had made upon it were calculated to 
increase the difficulties which might 
arise in the course of those negotiations. 
We are happy to hear there are to be 
negotiations. It is not so long ago—a 
very little while—that we heard that 
there were to be no negotiations, and that 
the only terms to be offered to the Boers 
were to be unconditional surrender. 

The Secretary of State for War spoke 
further of reasonable terms of settlement. 
He said that the Boer leaders in the field 
were perfectly well aware that reasonable 
terms of settlement were open to them, 
and although it was not for us to go hat 
in hand to them, still they were aware 
that if they desired terms of accommoda- 
tion, terms of accommodation could be 
had. We are extremely glad to hear 
that. We do not want to know the 
details or even the main substance of 
those proposals, but we do want to know 
what is to be their character. There has 
been a good deal of studied ambiguity 
with regard to this matter. At one 
moment we are told that there can be no 
negotiations at all, and at other times we 
are informed that there can be negotia- 
tions, but only in regard to the indi- 
vidual soldiers in the field. What we 
really want to know is this: Are the 
Government prepared, as part of those 
terms on which the Boer army are to lay 
down their arms, to give them assurances 
as to the mode in which the Government 
of their country is to becarriedon? The 
whole question rests upon that. Of 
course, we cannot expect for a moment 
that men in the field would lay down 
their arms unless they were told that their 
lives would be safe, but they will want to 
know something more, and it will be 
absolutely futile to ask these men to lay 
down their arms unless you also say what 
is to happen to the country when they 
have done so. They have taken up arms 
in the defence of their country, and they 
will not lay them down voluntarily until 
they know roughly, broadly, what is to 
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be the position of the country and its 
Government when they have surrendered 
that power which they now hold. I 
think this House has a right to be in- 
formed whether our commanders in the 
field are prepared to inform the Boer 
leaders broadly, roughly, in outline, what 
the condition of the Government of the 
country is to be when the surrender has 
taken place. If that be not done I am 
afraid all this talk about coming to terms 
will be perfectly futile. It will very 
likely be the fact that within the next 
few weeks or days the Boer forces may 
undergo some grave reverse ; it may be 
that the force under De Wet may be 
dispersed, and that under Botha broken 
up, but that will not put an end to the 
war, it will merely mark a new stage, 
and the war may drag from month to 
month and from year to year before the 
country can be declared settled, and 
before we can reach the goal which every 
man in this House ardently longs to 
reach, if it can only be reached with 
safety and honour. 

I am satisfied that if terms were offered, 
if assurances, proofs, were given to our 
gallant enemy in the field that we 
honestly desire to respect their right 
to internal self-government, that we 
honestly intend and are determined to 
follow the objects we had when we 
engaged in this war, and that we are 
prepared to act up to the promises we 
had in our mouth at that time, and if they | 
could see we did not desire to appropriate 
their country and the gold in it—it they 
were assured of all these things (and 
antil they are so assured they will not lay 
down their arms)—then I believe there 
might be in truth a healing up, not | 
immediate but gradual, of the terrible | 
wounds inflicted by the war. If they 
found we were prepared to stand by the, 
main lines of the policy with which we. 
began the war, they would say these 
people are honest, and England, whom 
we thought so unworthy, is still worthy | 
of our faith. That would save for this 
country the possibility of holding per- 
manently our South African possessions ; | 
but if that be not done, if these terms that | 
are to be offered are simply terms of | 
surrender to the individual commandoes, | 
then we shall be no forwarder than we | 
were before. 


I trust the Government, if this is, | 
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jciliation, will tell us a little more 


| ° . " 
| about it, in order that we may derive 


some hope that at last they have arrived 
at something like a true estimation of the 
real facts of the situation, and that it is 
not their intention to palter with it. 


*Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil): 
What I want to know is whether the 
terms now to be offered to the Boers are 
the terms for which they are fighting— 
the independence of their country. I 
do not believe they are, neither do I think 
that anything said either in or outside 
this House, by those who are termed 
pro-Boers or those who are for the war, 
will have any effect on the conduct of the 
war. The Boer generals and the Boer 
farmers are not spoiled children, they 
know what they are fighting for and 
why they are fighting, and the opinion 
of anyone in this House, whether on 
the Government side or on this side, is, 
and must be, to them a matter of the 
most supreme indifference. Anyone who 
can imagine men of the calibre of Louis 
Botha, Christian De Wet, Delarey, and 
the other generals of the Boer army, who 
are now exciting the admiration of the 
world and teaching nations the art of 
war, being influenced by anything said 
here by the members of the Government 
or Opposition has failed to appreciate 
the position. 

I appeal for the independence of the 
Boers as a means of settlement, because 
we have no right to take their indepen- 
dence from these people. It is not that we 
cannot subdue the Boers, that is not my 
point of view. The words ‘“ Do unto 
others as ye would they should do unto 
you”’ apply to nations as they do to 
individuals, and a nation professing to be 
Christian should do its best to uphold so 
sacred a charge. Not only are we trying 
to do that which we have no right to do, 
but we are attempting the impossible. 
Our army may wear down the Boer resist- 
ance, but you cannot wear down the Boer 
independence. In the end superiority is 
bound to prevail, and if these men have 
proved one thing more conclusively than 
any other, it is that in every respect— 
mental, moral, and physical—the Boers 
are superior to those we have been able to 
put in the field against them. It may be 


‘said that by that remark I am casting 


reflections upon my own countrymen, 


as they say, their last attempt at con-| but thatis not so. | have relatives on the 
Ninth Day. 
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field fighting for His Majesty, and I cast 
no reflections upon men doing what they 
believe to be their duty when fighting 
for their country. I am stating facts, 
and it is because Gentlemen opposite, 
and Gentlemen on this side who support 
the war, have shut their eyes to facts all 
the way through that we are in the 
position we are in to-day. 
force of numbers overrun the Boers, but 
in the end they are bound to, and must, 
dominate South Africa. The position 
on these benches around me (the Irish 
Nationalist benches), after a hundred 
years of an attempt to enforce British 
rule upon a people who rejected it and 
repelled it, ought to be sufficient to 
convince even the most unwilling of the 
impossibility of one white race imposing 
its will upon another white race. In 
South Africa you will have Ireland ten 
times multiplied because of the distance 
from this country, and because of the 
opportunities for effective resistance, and 
so I press as good policy.as sound morality, 
and as an act of justice which the Govern- 
ment owes to these countries, that even 
now it should be made known to the 
Boers, not by sending women and dis- 
credited immoral parsons as envoys to 
them, but by direct communication from 
the Government to those who are left 
at the heads of the Boer army in the field, 
that you proclaim an armistice to discuss 
terms of settlement. Treat these men 
as they have a right to be treated—as 
honourable men who deserve honourable 
treatment at our hands. 

I rose to call attention to a statement 
of the Secretary of State for War to-night 
in connection with a leaflet to which he 
referred. He spoke in terms of deepest 
reproach concerning all those responsible 
for the issue of a mutilated extract from 
a letter written by Lieutenant Morrison, 
published in a Canadian newspaper, re- 
produced in a garbled form in a New 
York paper, and cabled in that form to 
this country, and _ reproduced 
Such is the history in brief of the letter 
which the Conciliation Committee after- 
wards issued in leaflet form. Anyone 
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listening to the statements of the Necre- | 


tary of State for War, or reading the 


comments of the war press on this in- | 


cident, could come to no other conclusion 
than that the doctoring of the document 
and the leaving out of certain passages 


Mr. Keir Hardie. 
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| was the deliberate work of the Concilia- 
tion Committee, or of the Manchester 
(ruardian, which first reproduced the 
letter. I ask the House to remember 
the kind of men whom we have thus by 
implication been making liable. The 
chairman of the Conciliation Committee 
is no Socialist leader or Irish rebel. He 
is a man who for twenty years adorned 
this House, and for over a dozen years 
supported the Government in its anti- 
Home Rule policy, a man who commanded 
the confidence for his integrity and 
ability of every section of this House—the 
right hon. Leonard Courtney. Will any 
man dare to say that he would be guilty 
of dishonourable conduct in connection 
with a leaflet of this kind? If the 
Secretary of State for War meant to 
blame him in connection with that 
matter, he was libelling a man whose 
shoe latchet he was not worthy to un- 
loose. I rise to let it be known, speaking 
as a member of the Conciliation Com- 
mittee, that the majority of that com- 
mittee are not pro-Boer Radicals, but were 
until this war broke out supporters 
of the Unionist Government and _ the 
Unionist party. This fact requires to be 
stated emphatically, because everything 
is being done to spread the belief that 
only people of little influence and of less 
ability have dared to make a_ stand 
against the war. On the Conciliation 
Committee and on the Stop-the-War 
Committee are some of the best men in 
literature, and quite a number of the 
noblest professors and upholders of the 
Christian faith in the country. Men 
who hold high positions in polities are 
enthusiastic and devoted members, and 
to profess that a committee composed of 
people of that type could be guilty of con- 
duct of this kind is a wanton insult which 
should not be allowed to pass. When we 
remember the history of the war—when 
we remember that the press by sheer and 
deliberate lying and misrepresentation 
misled the nation into the war, it lies with 
bad grace on the lips of any supporter of 
the war to feel indignation for a mere slip, 
for which the persons accused cannot be 
reasonably held guilty by anyone who 
knows them. I hope that whoever speaks 
for the Government this evening will take 
the opportunity of doing an act of justice 
to an old colleague by making it per- 
| feectly clear that no one in this House 
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believes that he personally or his col- | 
leagues were directly responsible for it. 


Mr. BUYLE (Donegal, W.) said he | 
was a member of an Ulster constituencr, 
and he was proud to say that a majority | 
of the Members from that province and | 
a great majority of the population were | 
entirely and avowedly against the war. | 
They were not only against the war, but | 
they were expressly against the methods | 
by which it was being conducted by | 
England. He represented a constituency 
in a very remote part where the people 
only got a tri-weekly paper. When he. 
went there he was asked how the war 
was going on. Whenever De Wet 
achieved a victory there was gladness | 
and glee around the homesteads. Why | 
was that ? Because the English Govern- 
ment in West Donegal were doing the | 
same things that the English were doing 
in South Africa 

He had listened with the greatest 
possible interest to the powerful indict- 
ment by the hon. Member for East Mayo. 
The Secretary of State for War had made 
a feeble reply to that indictment. The 
Irish Nationalist Members who advocated 
right, justice, and freedom were accused 
from the Treasury Bench of talking cant. 
Were the speeches of Burke and Lord 
Chatham cant, when the British were 
trying to enslave a white race in America? 
The speeches delivered from the Opposi- 
tion benches then were the speeches of 
wise and statesmanlike men. About the 
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Kimberley who was not in any way con- 
nected with the military, but as all per- 
sons had to go under arms he went under 
arms. His friend wrote a letter to him 
after the siege of Kimberley to the effect 
that the Boers were very bad people and 
should not be encouraged by the Irish. 
Lately he had another letter from the 
same gentleman, in which he said that 
now the British were devastating farms 
and burning homesteads as had been 
done in Ireland. He would ask hon. 
Gentlemen opposite if it was a mark of 
civilisation to devastate farms and home- 
steads. He would say that they would 
not annihilate the Boers. So long as one 
Boer mother could give birth to a son so 
long would there be antagonism and 
hostility in South Africa to the English 
Ireland was a_ parallel 
example. If the forces of tyranny could 
have annihilated the Irish race there 
would not be one Member of the old stock 
on these benches now. The burning of 
farms in South Africa was not the way 
to end the war. When they burned the 
homestead of De Wet he said he would 
make the English Government pay the 
sum of £2.000,000 for the house. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his place. 
and claimed to move, * That the Question 
be now put.” 


Question put, 
be now put.” 


“That the Question 


The House divided :—Ayes, 226 ; Noes. 


time the war began he had a relative at 117. (Division List No. 12.) 
AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Allhusen, Augustus H. Eden 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 


Bond, Edward 


| Brassey, Albert 


Bartley, George C. T. 


Bigwood, James 


Blundell, Colonel Henry 


Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brymer, William Ernest 
| Bullard, Sir Harry 
| Buteher, John George 
Balfour,Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r | Carlile, William Walter 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G.W. (Leeds) | Cavendish, R. F. 
Balfour, Maj. K. R.(Christch. ) | Cavendish, VY. C. 
Banbury, Frederick George —_| Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Barry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor | Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
] | Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. | 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H.(Bristol , Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r | 
Chapman, Edward 


Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Wilham Spencer 


Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- | Clare, Octavius Leigh 
| Boulnois, Edmund 
' Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.(Middlesex) 
Bowles, T.Gibson(King’sLynn 


, Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharles Ready 
Colston,Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dickson, Charles Seott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale, Sir JosephCock field 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 


Ninth Day. 


(N. Lanes. ) 
W.(Derbysh. 
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Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Dunn, Sir William 

Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Elliot,Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, RtHn SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir RK. Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Garfit, William 

Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon, Maj.Evans-(T’rH lets) 
Gore, Hon. F. 8. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnEldon 
Gosehen, Hon. George J 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene,SirE W(B’rySEdim’nds 
Greene, Hy. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Groves, James Grimble 

Hain Edward 

Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton,Rt. Hn. Ld.G.(Mid’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. Wm. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. L. (Tynemouth) 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, Edw. B. (Hampstead) 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope,J.F.(Shettield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard,Cpt.J.(Kent,Faversh. 
Howard,,J. (Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cogan, Dennis J. 


Address in Answer 


to {COMMONS} 


Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | 


Kennaway,Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. | 
Kenyon, « on. G. T. (Denbigh 


Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) | 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. | 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick W. | 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lee,Cpt. A. H.(Hants.,Fareh’m | 








Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leighton, Stanley 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N. S. 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft | 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. W.G. E. 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim,E.) , 
M‘killop, James (Stirlingshire | 
Malcolm, Ian 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow | 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. | 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Newdigate, FrancisAlexander | 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) 
Penn, John 

Pilkington, Richard 

Platt- Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratclitfe, R. F. 

teid, James (Greenock) 


NOES. 


Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
| Dillon, John 
| Doogan, P. C. 





| Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
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Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, Hon. M. W. (Stalyb’ge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 


| Royds, Clement Molyneux 


Russell, T. W. 
Rutherford, John 


| Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
| Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 


Saunderson, RtHn. Col. Edw. J. 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward ie 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H.(Hertford,East. 
Smith,H.C.(North’mb. Tynesd. 
Smith, J. Parker (Lanarks) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Edwd.Jas.(Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 


' Stock, James Henry 
| Stone, Sir Benjamin 


Stroyan, John 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


| Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Col. Edward 

Ure, Alexander 


| Valentia, Viscovnt 


Vincent, Col. SirC EH (Sheffield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wallace, Robert 

Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. E. 


{ Warr, Augustus Frederick 
| Wason, JohnCatheart(Orkney 


Webb, Col. William George 


| Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-Lyne 


Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Wills, Sir Frederick 


| Wilson, A. Stanley(York,E.R. 
, Wilson, John (Glasgow) 


Wodehouse, Kt. Hn. E. R.(Bath 


| Wylie, Alexander 


Young, Commander (Berks, E. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, James H. 

Evans, Samuel T. 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hammond, John : 
Hardie, J. K.(Merthyr Tydvil) 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 





Abr 
Abri 
Aml 
Bari 
Bay! 
Bell. 
Bola 
Boy] 
Broa 
Burl 
Burt 
Cald 
Cam 
Coga 
Colv 
Cond 
Crea: 
Cren 
Culh 
Daly 
Dela 
— 
Joog 
Duff} 
Esmc 
Evan 
Farre 
Fenw 
F fren 
Field 
Flavi 
Flynt 


Aclan 
Agg-( 
Agne 
Aird, 





East 
esd. 


set) 


ley 
pier 
er) 
ywer 


ray 


field 
l 


ney 
re 
syne 


5.R. 
sath 
s,E. 


and 
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Hayden, John Patrick 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Labouchere, Henry 

Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph (Stockport) 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Deniaott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, J. 





(Question put accordingly, 
words be there added.”’ 


Abraham, William(Cork, N.E. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) | 
Ambrose, Robert | 
se E. (Cork, S.) | 
sayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | 
Bell, Richard 
Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8S.) 
Cogan, Denis, J 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, Samuel T. 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 





Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 
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| Horniman, Frederick John 
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Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal — 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, J ames( Wicklow, W. 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N 
O’Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 

Philipps, John Wynford 

Pirie, Dunean V. 





Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterford 
edmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 


* That those 





243, 


AYES. 


Gilhooly, James 

Hammond, John 

Hardie, J. K.(Merthyr Tydvil) 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon.Charles H. 


Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Labouchere, Henry 

Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph (Stockport) 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, N.) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. JohnP.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kend’l( Tipperary, Mid | 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) | 
O'Connor, James( Wicklow, W. | 








NOES. 


Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. | 
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Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roche, John 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, Abel(Carmarthen,E. ) 
Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merthyr 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 
Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,S. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Wilson, HenryJ. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, E.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


the King’s Speech. 
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| O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S$.) 


O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W-) 
O’ Dowd, John 
O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N. 
O’ Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O'Shee, James John 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseplr 

teddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roche, John 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Tomkinson, James 
Tully, Jasper 

White, Patrick(Meath, North) 
Wilson, Henry J.( York, W. R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid. ) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Dillon and Mr, Chan- 


ning. 


Arrol, Sir William 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 


Ninth Day. 
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Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Balfour,MajK. R.(Christch’reh 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Sir F. T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Beach, Kt. Hn. SirM. H(Bristol) 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Boustield, William Robert 
Bowles,Capt. H. F.( Middlesex) 
Bowles,T. Gibson( King’sLynn) 
Brassey, Albert 

Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, AlexanderH. (Shropsh. 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 


Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen( Wore’: 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane,Hon. Thos. H. A. E, 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Colston, Chas. E. H. Athole 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox,Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 


Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, J. K. D. Wingtield- 
Dimsdale, SirJoseph Cockfield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorrington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxford, SirWilliam Theodore 
Dunn, Sir William 

Dyke,Rt. Hon. Sir William H. 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, RtHnSirJ.(Mane’r. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Kobert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robt. Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 


to {COMMONS} 


| Flower, Ernest 


Forster, Henry William 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Garfit, William 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gordon,Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(‘T’rH’ml’ts 
Gore, Hon. F. 8. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, SirE. W.(B’ySEdmm‘ds. 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 

Hain, Edward 

Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(M’d’sx 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harris, FLeverton(Tynemouth 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) 
Hogg, Lindsay 
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| Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 


More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morgan, Hn. Fred.(Monm’thsh- 
Morrell, George Herbert 

Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptiord 


' Mount, William Arthur 


Hope,J. F.(Sheftield, Brightside | 


Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Win. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard,Capt.J.(Kent,Fav’rsh 
Howard, J. (Mid.,Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. Jas. Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn.Sir JohnH. 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh 
Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 
Lee,Capt.A. H.( Hants, Farelhm 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leighton, Stanley 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N. S. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lueas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Macartney, Rt. Hon. W. G. E. 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.( Antrim, E.) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Killop, James(Stirlingshire) 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Maleolm, Ian 

Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 


| Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 


Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 

Penn, John 

Pilkington, Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis. Robert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
atelitfe, K. F. 

teid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

tidley, RtHnM. W(St’lybr’'dge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
toyds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W 

Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. T. Myles 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. E. J. 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.) 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smith,H.C,(N’rth’mbTynes’de 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 


_ Stock, James Henry 


Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 


| Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Tufnell, Col. Edward 

Ure, Alexander 

Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC EH(Shettield) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. E. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, JohnCatheart(Orkney 
Webb, Col. William George 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L- 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Rt HnJ Powell-(Birm 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
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Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, A.Stanley(York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 





Mr. A. J. BALFOUR claimed, 
the Main Question be now put.” 


Main Question put accordingly. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Allen, UC. P. (Glouc., Stroud 
Allhusen, Augustus H. Eden 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 
Atkinsen, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour,Rt, Hon. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.G. W.(Leeds 
Balfour, Maj. K.R.(Christch’ch 
Banbury, Frederick George 
3arry, Sir FrancisT.( Windsor 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.( Bristol 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

sigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griftith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles,Capt. H. F.( Middlesex) 
Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Brassey, Albert 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh. 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burt, Thomas 

Butcher, John George 
Caldwell, James 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) | 
Cavendish, V. C.W. (Derbysh.) | 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. ) | 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r | 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJ ohnCharles Ready 
Colston, Chas. Ed. H. Athole 
Colville, John ; 
Corbett,A.Cameron (Glasgow) , 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | 





Address in Answer to 


{26 Fepruary 1901} 


Wodehouse, Rt.Hon. ER(Bath 


Wylie, Alexander 


Young, Commander(Berks, E.) 


AYES, 


Cox, IrwinEdward Bainbridge 


Cranborne, Viscount 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Ear] of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


“ That | The House divided :—Ayes, 297 ; 
| 78. (Division List No. 14.) 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


the King’s Speech. 


Noes. 


Harris, F. L. (Tynemouth) 
Harwood,George 


| Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 


Davies,M Vaughan-(Cardigan | 
Dewar, -lohn A.(Inverness-sh. | 


Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale, SirJosephCocktield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Duncan, James H 

Dunn, Sir William 

Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden,Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald,SirRobertPenrose- 
Fitzroy, HonEdward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Garftit, William 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gordon, Hn. J. E(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, Maj. Evans-(Tr. Hmlts 
Gore, Hon. F. S. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hon: Sir J. Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George J. 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene,SirEW(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 

Hain, Edward 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. LordG(Midx 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Win. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 











Heath, A. Howard (Hanley) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon- Hodge, RobertT rotter 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, 8. W. 

Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J. F(Shettield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, Capt. J.(Faversham) 
Howard, J. (Mid., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. J. Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, Alfred E.(Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H. 
Kenyon, Hn.Geo.T.(Denbigh) 
Kenyon, James(Lanes., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Labouchere, Henry 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Langley, Batty 

Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lee,Capt. A H( Hants, Fareh’m 
Leese,SirJosephF. (Acerington 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph (Stockport) 
Leighton, Stanley 


| Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S 


Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lough, Thomas 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col. J. Antrim, E. ) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Killop, James(Stirlingshire 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 


Ninth Day. 
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Malcolm, Ian 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Maxweli,W.J.H(Dumfriessh. ) | 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More,Robt. Jasper (Shropsh. ) 
Morgan, DavidJ.( Waltham’ w) 
Morgan, Hn. F.(Monmouthsh. ) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris,Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Partington, Oswald 

Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington) 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 

Penn, John 

Percy, Earl 

Philipps. John Wynford 
Pilkington, Richard 

Pirie, Duncan V. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharpe 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Major Frederick Carne 


Abraham, W.(Cork N. E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork 8.) 

Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.) | 
Cogan, Dennis J. 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
‘Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J 

Daly, James | 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) | 
Delany, William 
Dillon,Jonn 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dutiy, William J. 

Evans, Samuel T. 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 


Address in Answer 
| Ratcliffe, R. F. 


' Rea, Russell 
| Reid, James (Greenock) 


| M‘Govern, T. 


to {COMMONS} 


Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridley, Hon. M. W.(Stalybri’e) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 


the King’s Speech. 





Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 

Ropner, Colonel Robert 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 

Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, John 

Sackville,Col. S$. G. Stopford- 

Sandys, Lieut.-Col. T. Myles 

Saunderson, Rt.Hn. Col. Edw. J 

Scott,Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 

Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 

Simeon, Sir Barrington 

Sinclair,CaptJohn(Forfarshire 

Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 

Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, A belH. (Hertford, East) 

Smith, H.C(North’mb. Tynes’e 

Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks. ) 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spear, John Ward | 

Spencer, Rt. Hn. C. R( North’nts 

Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somers’t 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 

Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 

Sturt, Hon Humphry Napier 
NOES. 

Gilhooly, James 

Hammond, John 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Holland, William Henry 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swans’a 

Jordon, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Leamy, Edmund 





| Lloyd-George, David 


Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 


M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 


| Mooney, John J. 
| Murnaghan, George 


Murphy, J. 
Nannetti. Joseph P. 


| Nolan,Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) 


Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt.Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
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Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomkinson, James 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tufnell, Col. Edward 
Ure, Alexander 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col. SirCE H(Sheffield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,S. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. E. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason,JohnCatheart (Orkney 
Webb, Col. William George 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton-under-L. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond(Merioneth) 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, A.Stanley(YorkE. R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Hn. Armine( Essex 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Wylie, Alexander 
Young, Comme der (Berks, E. 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’Connor,James(Wicklow,W, 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 


' O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


O’Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N 

O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 

O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 

Redmond, William (Clare) 

Roberts, John Bryn-(Eifion) 

Roche, John 

Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, A. (Carmarthen,E.) 

Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 

Tully, Jasper 

White, Patrick (Meath, North 

Wilson, Henry J. York, W. R. 

Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 

TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


Resolved, That an humble Address be | loyal subjects, the Commons of the United 


presented to His Majesty, as followeth :— Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, 
in Parliament assembled, beg leave to 


Y 4 7 s y *, . y . 
Most Gracious Sovereign, offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty 


We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and|for the Gracious Speech which Your 
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House (Supply). 


Majesty has addressed to both Houses of | the last line on page 1, it will be observed 


Parliament. 


To be presented by Privy Councillors 


and Members of His Majesty's Household. 


SUPPLY. 

Resolved, that this House will, To- 
morrow, resolve itself into a Committee 
to consider of the Supply to be granted to 
His Majesty. 

Ordered, That the several Estimates 
presented to this House during the 


present Session be referred to the Com- | 


mittee of Supply.—(Mr. Austen Chamber- 
la in.) 


WAYS AND MEANS. 


Resolved, That this House will, To- 
morrow, resolve itself into a Committee 
to consider of the Ways and Means for 
raising the Supply to be granted to His 
Majesty.—(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (SUPPLY). | 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not pro-| 


pose to move to-night the first of the two 
stand in my name— 
and Means— 


motions which 
that relating to Ways 
because [ am very anxious to show, as 
far as I am concerned, that it is not my 
fault if there is not ample opportunity 
given to-morrow to discuss the Eight 
Hours Bill. I shall, 
mence by moving the second resolution 
standing in my name, which is the 


therefore, com- 


sessional Order dealing with Supply, 
which has been agreed to session after 
session by the House, and which in the 
opinion of every Member competent to 
forma judgment upon it has been a great 
convenience, and has greatly increased 
the opportunities of independent Mem- 
bers of discussing the general policy of 
the Government. I think I may be 
absolved from making any definition of 
that sessional Order, but it may be 
desirable to point out to the House that 
I have made one small change in the last 
paragraph of the Order. If hon. Mem- 


hers will take up their Papers and look at 


that after the words “any vote of credit ”’ 
[ have added these words— 


“Or of Votes for Supplementary or Ad- 
ditional Estimates presented by the Govern 
ment for war expenditure.” 


These words are entirely new, and the 
effect of adding them is that ifafter Easter 
the Government have to come to the 
| House for additional Estimates for mili- 
| tary expenditure, these Estimates will not 
| be discussed within the fixed and rigid 
‘limits of this rule, but they will be dis- 
| cussed with the full freedom accorded to 
| discussions in Supply on Supplementary 
| Estimates before Easter. 1 have always 
| felt that the justification for this Supply 
| rule was that it gave an opportunity for 
i discussing the ordinary administration 
|of the Government within reasonable 
| limits and within reasonable time, and | 
| think it would be a straining of the rule 
'to make it include cases entirely outside 
'the ordinary administration of the 
| Government, and it was in order to meet 
'that view that originally the words 
| ‘* Vote of Credit ” were put into the rule. 
If, for example, things should go badly in 
| South Africa—we have no reason to 
think they will ; in fact, we feel confident 
that they will not—but if they should, it 
would seem most unreasonable that, if 
we had to come to the House of Commons 
with Supplementary Estimates for the 
war, say in June, May, or July, the House 
should feel itself debarred from a full and 
free criticism of the policy of the Govern- 
ment by the limitations imposed by this 
rule. Therefore, the change I suggest is 
entirely in favour of the independent 
| criticism of the Government, and so far as 
it can be said tobe for or against the 
| Government, it is rather against it. I 
| trust the House will appreciate the 
motive for the change, and that after the 
| long experience we have had of this rule it 
will be passed without any lengthened 
discussion, and with absolute unanimity. 


Y 





Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘“That, so soon as the Committee of 
Supply has been appointed and Esti- 
mates have been presented, the Business 
of Supply shall (until it be disposed of) be 
the first Order of the dayon Friday, unless 
the House otherwise order on the motion 
of a Minister of the Crown moved at the 
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commencement of Public Business to be 
decided without Amendment or Debate ; 
and the provisions of Standing Order No. 
56 shall be extended to Friday : 


Not more than twenty days, being days 
before the 5th of August, on which the 
Speaker leaves the Chair for the Com- 
mittee of Supply without Question put, 


counting from the first day on which the | 


Speaker so left the Chair under Standing 
Order No. 56, shall be allotted for the 
consideration of the Annual Estimates 
for the Army, Navy, and Civil Services, 


including Votes on Account, the Busi- | 
| where it is. 


ness of Supply standing first Order on 
every such day : 


Provided always, that on Motion made 
aiter notice by a Minister of the Crown, 
to be decided without Amendment or De- 
hate. additional time, not exceeding three 
days, may be allotted for the Business of 
Supply, either before or after the 5th of 
August : 


{COMMONS} 


| 


| 


House (Supply). 1294 


or of any Vote of Credit, or of Votes for 
Supplementary or Additional Estimates 
presented by the Government for War 


Expenditure, shall not be included in the 


computation of the twenty days. Pro- 


‘vided also that two Morning Sittings 
shall be deemed equivalent to one Three 


| o'clock Sitting.” —(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe): I desire to join in the pro- 


/test which was made earlier in the even- 


ing against this motion being placed 
I do not think that the 
right hon. Gentleman would have found 


| the slightest difficulty in placing it the 


first order on Thursday next, and then 
we should have been able to discuss the 


matter free from any pressure, and 


| without feeling that we were interfering 
'with the opportunities of hon. Gentle- 


| men 
| 


On the last but one of the allotted days, | 


at Ten o'clock p.m., the Chairman shall 
proceed to put forthwith every question 
necessary to dispose of the outstanding 
Votes in Committee of Supply ; and on 
the last, not being earlier than the 
twentieth of the allotted days, the Speaker 
shall, at Ten o'clock p.m., proceed to put 
forthwith every question necessary to 
complete the outstanding 
Supply : 


On the days appointed for concluding 
the Business of Supply, the consideration 
of such business shall not be anticipated 
by a Motion of Adjournment under 
Standing Order No. 17; nor may any 
dilatory Motion be moved on such pro 
ceedings ; nor shall they be interrupted 
under the proceedings of any Standing 
Order relating to the Sittings of the 
House : 


Provided always that any Additional 
Estimate for any new service of matters 
not included in the original Estimate 
for the year shall be submitted for con- 
sideration in the Committee of Supply 
on any day not later than two days before 
the Committee is closed : 

Provided also that the days occupied 
by the consideration of Estimates supple- 
mentary to those of a previous Session, 


who had been successful in the 


ballot. I think we desire, as a whole, 


‘that hon. Members shall have a chance 
| to-morrow of discussing the Eight Hours 


Miners Bill. The right hon. Gentleman 


|seems to have assumed on the part of the 
‘whole House rather too great a know- 


ledge of the business before it. This is 


ia new Parliament, and a very large 


Reports of | 


number of hon. Members are here for 
the first time. I wonder how many 
hon. Members understand the effect of 
the seven rather complicated paragraphs 


-which you, Sir, have just read to the 





House. Those of us whose memories 
go back to the old times of Supply 
think that, in the main, the opera- 
tion of this rule has produced a 
better state of things. I believe that the 
origin of the rule was in the year 1895, 
after what was to the Leader of the 
House rather an unhappy experience 
then, for he had great difficulty in getting 
Supply through. Consequently the right 
hon. Gentleman came down one day 
in the year 1896 and laid this rule before 
us. lL agree that the rule has worked an 
improvement, but only in respect of one 
portion of the rule—namely, that in 
regard to the allocation of a particular 
day to Supply. That we all now know 
beforehand when we are going to go 
into Committee to deal with the Esti- 
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mates is a great improvement upon 
the old state of things. I remem- 
ber well in this very place a resolution 
being moved in the year 1892 to the 
effect that a particular day should be 


allotted to Supply, and that that day | 
should be Friday, and I remember the | 
right hon. Gentleman telling me across | 


the floor of the House that the thing 
was impossible. I was delighted to see 
the right hon. Gentleman come down 
to this House four years afterwards 


and ask the House to do what he had. 
So long | 


before declared to be impossible. 
as a good thing is done, I am not going 
to quarrel as to who does it. I agree 
that this part of the rule has worked 
admirably. But when I turn 


worked well. I hold a_ very 
opinion with regard to the closure. [ 
hold that the use of the closure is a mark 
of the Parliamentary incapacity of the 
man who uses it. I recollect that two 
great measures which I saw pass through 
this House—the Local Government Act 
of 1893-4 and the Finance Act of 
1894—were carried through respectively 
by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Monmouthshire and 
the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for East Wolverhampton without 
the aid of the closure. I remem- 
ber Lord Randolph Churchill, as the 
Leader of the House, coming down here 
in August, 1886, after the General Elec- 
tion, and he got all his Estimates through 
without the aid of the closure. I have 
taken the trouble to look up the figures 


in the Library, and I find that in the! 


year 1896 the total number of Votes was 
150, and out of that number 21 were 
In the year 1897 the number 
was 159, and 30 were closured; in 1898 
the number of Votes was 170, and 32 
were closured ; in 1899 there were 151 
Votes and the number closured was 46 ; 


and in 1900 there were 151 Votes and | 


46 of them were closured. Now what 
does the closuring of Votes mean? It 
means not only that the money is voted 
without any possibility even of the 


Minister in charge of the Vote getting | 
up to answer questions, but it means 
that at ten o'clock upon a certain day 
the Chairman, or you, Mr. Speaker, may 
get up and put Votes seriatim, and 
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to the | 
second part of the rule—the closure | 
part—I do not admit that that has | 
strong | 
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/nothing can happen except a division. 
It not only means that, but also that 
| with all the great departments for which 
money is voted there is no possibility of 
the House in Committee examining into 
the conduct of those departments and 
into the economy or extravagance of 
their expenditure. What is the object of 
Supply after all? I confess that I enter- 
tain a much higher opinion of the fune- 
tions of the House in Committee of 
Supply as compared with its legislative 
labours than some of my colleagues. | 
have the right hon. Gentleman the 
First Lord of the Treasury in entire agree- 
ment with me in that view. I have read 
his speeches delivered in 1881 and 1882, 
when Mr. Gladstone was proposing the 
Closure, in which he gave a most admir- 
able picture of the functions of the House 
of Commons. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


gotten them. 


I have for- 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS: I can assure the 
House that those speeches form most 
admirable studies for young members. 
Now what did the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite say when Mr. Gladstone pro- 
nosed this rule? He said— 

I 
‘It will have the effect of enabling private 
| Members to bring forward in that discussion 
on the Estimates all those questions in which 
they are interested, and it will enable them to 
keep close control over the administrative 
action of the Government for the time being.” 


Now what is the object of discussions in 
Committee of Supply ? I do not think 
it is so much a question of economy, 
because, in my opinion, the House of 
Commons is rather inclined to press 
expenditure upon the Government than 
otherwise. It is in Committee of Supply 
that we are enabled to have the effective 
criticism and cross-examination of the 
policy of a particular Minister. We all 
know that in these days a good deal 
of the cross-examination of Ministers 
formerly done at question time in the 
‘form of supplementary questions has 
been curtailed, and at the best this 
_ method is always unsatisfactory. I have 
iseen the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Monmouthshire get up in 
| this House and exercise his great powers 
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of cross-examination in Committee of | restricted in Committee of Supply. We 
Supply with the most happy effect upon | all know that towards the end of the 
the Government of the day. I can) session hon. Members of this House 
assure hon. Members who have listened | who are interested enter into a kind of 
to me that they cannot value too highly | scramble with one another as to what 
the privilege of putting a question to a| Vote shall have the first order place 
Minister and getting an answer or an|on a Friday. Very often the Member 
explanation at once during the informal | for the Forest of Dean gets up and 
debate of Committee of Supply. The| asks that the Estimate for the Board 
right hon. Gentleman opposite, in the|of Trade or some other Department 
speech from which I have already quoted, | shall be taken on a particular Friday, 
said— | but I am glad that the right hon. 
“ Broadly, Supply alone affords private | oo. age ys og — 
Members in this House that right of criticism, . iE gpl ong gga sa 
that constant power of demanding from the information as to what shall be put 
Government explanations of their administra- | down first. There is always that kind 
tive and executive action, which, without | of pressure brought to bear on the 
Supply, can never be possessed. Government. This rule, so far as the 
closure part is concerned, puts the 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Hear, hear! | P°WeT into the hands of any Government 
of very much diminishing, if not of 

burking, the discussion of any incon: 
venient Vote of Supply. We have had 
this rule enforced only for five years, 
and it was worked by the right hon. 
Gentleman fairly well through the earlier 
the working of this rule when I point years of that time. But we might have 
out that last year forty-six Votes out of | * VOY much ——— Leader of the House 
151 were closured. (Mr. A. J. BALFOUR | than the right hon. Gentleman, whose 
dissented.] Does the right hon. Gentle- fair-mindedness and absolute sense of 
man dispute my figures ? | honour, and the fact that he never 
sh iia | breaks a promise, are some guarantees 

| against the abuse of this rule. But it is 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No: but I | possible that we might have someone in 
dispute the inference drawn from them. | his position who might not be of the 
same calibre or possess the same qualifi 

resem We must not forget that 

*Mr. JOHN ELLIS : It is a fact that a | inroads are constantly being made into 
number of Votes were closured, and | the effective power of control by this 
: | House over the Executive administration 
amenge them were a large number of | of the country. Necessarily, that requires: 
Votes which had never come before the | watching, and if I had been allowed the 
House in any form. This rule embraces | necessary time I intended putting a few 
in its operation the discussion on a Vote| Amendments down to that effect. I 
om Account. I can speak upon this | think experience has proved that twenty 
matter with some knowledge, because I | days for Supply is altogether insufficient. 
have had to consider the matter from | It is really only nineteen days, because at 
: ‘ _ . |ten o’clock on the nineteenth day the 
quite another point of view. A Vote) Chairman is bound to rise and put the 
on Account does not give to any hon.| Votes, Therefore, it is only nineteen- 
Member the same facility of effective | days at the most. The right hon. Gentle- 
criticism as the ordinary Votes put from | man took power some short time ago to 
the Chair do. Under the régime of | have three additional days devoted to 
Mr. Courtney some antiquated rules | Supply, and I remember that when the 








*Mr. JOHN ELLIS: Then let the 
right hon. Gentleman do nothing to 
diminish that power of criticism. Surely 
I have given him some reason to doubt 











were furbished up, and they became a/|rule was first moved we on this side of 


part of the procedure to be adopted by | the House thought that twenty-five days 

succeeding chairmen. In this way the | at the very least should be allowed for 

power of criticism was very much | Supply. I think Votes on Account ought 
‘ 


Mr. John Ellis. 
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to be excluded, as the discussion then 
comes under entirely different rules. The 
right hon. Gentleman has put in some 
words at the end of his rule which have 


entirely given away his own case, and | 
conceded substantially what I am plead- | 


ing for. He says there may be some 
Votes on which the House ought to have 
opportunity for fair and effective criti- 
cism ; but I maintain that we ought to 
have that on every Vote. I do not 


intend to move any Amendment, but | 


simply to express my satisfaction with 
the rule as regards the allocation of 
a particular day, but my very strong 


objection to the closure part of it, which | 


I believe may be found to have some 
very unexpected consequences. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I do 
agree with the hon. Gentleman 
has just sat down in the satisfaction he 
has expressed in regard to the working 
of this rule. 


not 
who 


put forward by the Government to enable 
them to get Supply as easily as possible. 
It is a Front Bench rule, and I have 
no doubt at all that gentlemen on the 
Front Opposition Bench will agree that 
it is most admirable. But from the 
point of view of the private Member | 
believe it is absolutely fatal, and caleu- 
lated to stifle independent criticism of the 
(Government of the day. In a special 
way I regard it as fatal from the point 
of view of Ireland. Although it will be 
admitted that Irish Members on every 
occasion when the rights of the private 
Members have been called in question 


to maintain their privileges, yet, at the 
same time, I would care very little for | 
the operation of this rule were it not that | 
it interferes with the rights of Irish | 
Members to discuss the Irish Estimates. | 
Under the operation of this rule, at first | 
four nights were given to Irish Supply, 
but of late years the discussion of the | 
Irish Estimates has been limited to three | 
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I have always looked upon | 
this rule as an exceedingly adroit device , 
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| to administration in Ireland except on 
ithe Estimates, and it is absolutely absurd 
| to imagine that that can be done in three 
| nights. 

Let ine just call the attention of the 
House for a moment to the way in which 
this rule has been worked so far as Ire- 
land is concerned. It will be admitted, 
probably with the greatest readiness, by 
the Leader of the House, that the most 
important Departments in Ireland, and 
those needing the most criticism from the 
Irish Nationalist Members and examina- 
tion from the House generally, are those 
which deal with the administration of 
the Chief Secretary, and with the Royal 
Irish Constabulary, and yet under the 


operation of this rule these great Depart- 


ments have not been discussed, and the 
Votes for their maintenance have been 
closured year after year. In 1897, the 
year after this rule came into force, 
neither the Royal Irish Constabulary, 
the Lord Lieutenant's Department, the 
Resident Magistrates, the Prisons Board, 
nor the Queen’s Colleges, which raise 
the whole question of University Educa- 
tion in Ireland, were discussed, and the 
Votes were, at the end of twenty days, 
put by you, Sir, from the chair and 
carried without opportunity for debate. 
In the year 1898 the Local Government 


' Vote was guillotined, and there was no 


discussion upon it. The same thing 
occurred with the Votes for County 
Courts, the Royal Irish Constabulary, 
which raises all sorts of constitutional 
questions, the Prisons Board, and_ the 
Industrial Schools. And will it be be- 


‘lieved, the Chief Secretary's Vote was 
| closured 


without any discussion that 
year under the operation of this rule. 
I think the present occupant of the office 


= of Chief Secretary, if he will allow me to 
have taken their side and endeavoured | 


say so, is not exceedingly desirous that 
that Vote shall be closured. I am speak- 
ing from what I know of the right hon 
Gentleman, that I think he would desire 
that the administration of his Department 


| should be subjected to the free discussion 


of this House; but under the operation 
of this rule we have had this most im- 
portant Department closured. It is 
absurd to imagine that in these circum- 





nights, although it must be evident that | stances the Irish Members could acquiesce 
three nights are thoroughly inadequate | in this system. I have often had occasion 
for the purpose. There is scarcely any \to admire the audacity of the Leader of 
opportunity of raising questions in regard |the House, but never more than to-night, 
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when he said in proposing the rule that | concerned they have failed; they have 
he did not think it necessary to justify it | put it off till Thursday next. 


by argument, because everybody was in | 


favour of it. The hon. Gentleman who 
spoke before me called attention to the 
fact that this was a new Parliament. 
Now, when this rule was proposed in 
1896 it was discussed for three nights 
before it was passed ; and, every time it 
has been renewed since, it has been sub- 


jected to long and critical discussions. | 
Surely, in proposing this rule to a new | 
Parliament, it would have been only re- | 


spectful in the Leader of the House to 
have explained the meaning of the rule; 
but, in his own airy fashion, he said he 
would not support it with argument, 
because he understood that everyone 
was in favour of it:! I believe that, from 
a constitutional point of view, the duty 
of discussing Supply is more important 
than legislation ; and this rule strikes at 
the root of the power of this House to dis- 
cuss grievances before voting Supply. 

481 do not know whether the Leader of 
the House has anything special to say 
to the Irish Members. When he first 
proposed the rule we were told that we 
should have full time to consider the 
Irish Estimates, and that care would be 
taken that the Irish Votes would be 
taken on consecutive nights to suit the 
convenience of Irish Members. At first 
he gave us four nights, which were quite 
an inadequate number, but having got 
this rule, to some extent by smooth 
phrases, he turned round and reduced 
the Irish nights from four to three. I 
ask him what he proposes to do during 
the present session? Does he propose 
to give us three nights or to go back to 
the original number of four? In any 
ease, so far as the Irish Members are con- 
cerned, they are bound to protest in 
every way against the passage of the rule. 
I think we have all of us reason to com- 
plain that the right hon. Gentleman has 
brought forward this rule at this hour of 
the night. I do not myself believe that 
anything is to be gained by party mana- 
gers by their attempts at sharp practice 
in this House. There is no question that 


counting on the universal desire of the | 


independent Members that the Miners 


Eight Hours Bill should be discussed | 


to-morrow, the Government thought 
they would get this rule through without 
discussion. 

Mr. John Redmond. 


So far as the first rule is | 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : To please you. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: To please us! 
If the right hon. Gentleman had put it 
off at an earlier hour in the evening, he 
would have saved two hours discussion. 
| However, he knows his own business 
best. He has put the first rule off till 
Thursday next, but he has taken this 
long, serious, and cumbersome rule at 
this hour of the night without giving one 
word of explanation to new Members of 
a new Parliament. I hope he will not 
succeed in-getting it passed before twelve 
o'clock to-night. I think that to deprive 
private Members of the right to discuss 
the Estimates is very seriously to abridge 
the privileges of the House, and [ sin- 
cerely trust that the Government will 
not succeed, after an hour's debate, and 
introduced as it was perfunctorily, in 
getting the rule. We protest that this 
rule has worked iniquitously, so far as 
Irish interests are concerned, and that 
it is subversive of and dangerous to the 
rights of private Members. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I confess there is something to be said 
for this rule and something against it. 
Why did we not make this a Standing 
instead of a Order? The 
question was discussed at the time it was 
brought in, and it was then suggested 
that it should be a Sessional Order in 
| order that we might have an opportunity 
of discussing it every year. It 
thought that changes or modifications 
might be made in it as the result of ex- 
perience; but practically no changes were 
made in it in the last Parliament, and 
it seems to me that in a new Parliament 
| we should have those changes which are 
admitted to be desirable. The first 
‘change I would suggest is that instead of 
devoting twenty days to Supply there 
should be twenty-five days. Twenty 
days are really not sufficient after the 
statement of my hon. friend, who pointed 
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out that Ireland only got three days. | As a matter of fact, I do not think that 
We know that there is a great deal of dis- three days are enough for the Votes on 
cussion on matters relating to Ireland, Account. I think that, whatever the 
and that there are differences of opinion number of days set apart for Supply, we 
hetween the present Government andthe ought to have them for the discussion 
representatives of Ireland. They cer- of the Estimates of the year; and that 
tainly ought to have more than three the Government should take other Votes 
days. in their own time and not in the twenty 
Well, there is another objection, andit © twenty-five days devoted to the Esti- 
is that there is not a sufficient division of ™ates of the year. 
the Estimates. We have the Irish Esti- There is another objection to the last 
mates, the Scotch Estimates, the Army P#ragraph, which limits extra days dis- 
Estimates, and the Navy Estimates, It cussion to Votes for war expenditure. 
happens that at one time Gentlemen con- We hear nothing nowadays but war, 
nected with the Army are very anxious War, war. But it is said that we are 
to put forward matters in relation to the g0Ing to have proposals for the reorgani- 
Army, and colonels, majors, and captains Sation of the Army, and the enlarge- 
get up and make most lengthy speeches; ment of the Army, and the increase of the 
but the consequence is that those in Navy: and time ought to be given to 
terested in the Navy and other services these subjects as well as to war expendi- 
have not got time to say much for them- ture. I say, too, that peace expenditure, 
selves. We know perfectly well that on education for instance, is of far greater 
there is a Service Association to which Importance to the country than war 
all these Army men belong, and they get expenditure. | think we have a right to 
up and talk at interminable length. complain that the right hon. Gentleman 
Naturally the Civil Service Estimates are has not adopted the practice of every 
on that account put off. Now, there are previous session, of bringing on this dis- 
a certain number of Gentlemen on this cussion at the beginning instead of at the 
side of the House—and perhaps I count far end of the sitting, and after having 
myself among the number—who are Closured a very interesting debate. 
modest and unassuming, and who really Much as I desire the Miners Eight Hours 
get thrust out on these occasions. and Bill to be discussed to-morrow, I cannot 
cannot find an opportunity for discussing ‘resign one single right that | have to 
those subjects in which they are in- express my opinion on these rules; and 
terested, and these Votes are included in I hope my friends around me will not 
the massacre of the innocents. Thereare resign their rights either. If the Miners 
the Home Office questions, which I have Eight Hours Bill is not to be discussed 
seen again and again put aside. Some- to-morrow, then the responsibility will be 
times with a struggle Gentlemen inte-| on the Government. 
rested in these matters get one single 
question debated. And there are Board | | als aoe rs 2 
of Trade questions which are not really “Sir HENRY FOWLER (W olverhamp- 
discussed. There is another class of ton, E.): I quite agree with several 
subjects, including Votes on Account. I remarks of previous speakers in refer- 
think it is most unfair that the Govern-| ence to the important duty which the 
ment should take these enormous sums | foyse of Commons discharges in Com- 
eb tae ie ormerly, vie agar’ ely mittee of Supply. But they have omitted 
small amounts were asked for at a time, ‘ poe: 
but latterly the Government say “ Let us| tO state that the object of this rule was 
come forward with most enormous sums,” | to increase the control of the House of 
and almost invariably when these are Commons over expenditure and ad- 
taken, only one single subject can be) ministration, and to do away with a 
discussed. If we had two or three Votes state of things which older Members 
on Account there might be opportunity of the House know, but of which 
for some discussion. Sometimes that is 
a way of attacking the Government. It | 
is an indirect way of moving a vote of | 


new Members have no idea. The 
hon. Member for Rushcliffe Division 


want of confidence in the Government. | was rather too lavish in the tribute of 
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admiration he gave to the Leader of | 
the House. This rule, | am bound to} 
say, is not a child of the Leader of the! 
House, although he carried it through 
the House eventually. But the scheme 
of having one day in the week for 
Supply was the proposal of the right 
hon. the Member for West Monmouth. 


| Member for 


Mr. DILLON : But not the closure. 


*Sir HENRY FOWLER: I am _ not 
talking of the closure. The scheme was 
proposed by the right hon. the Member 
tor West Monmouth, and I believe the 
first Friday night it was to come on 
the Government fell, and no further 
progress was made with it in that 
Parliament. As one having no_ in- 
terest in the matter except that of pro- 
moting the efficiency of the House, 
I must say that the rule has, on the 
whole, worked very well. [Cries of 
“No” from the Irish benches.| Well, 
| give the House my opinion. 

What is the history of the state of 
things? If Members will only go back 
and inquire what the control of the 
House was over the Executive and the 
voting of Supply prior to the adoption 
of this rule, they would see what hap- 
pened. Now and then the Government 
asked fora considerable number of Votes 
on Account, till these Votes on Account 
became such a serious evil that a special 
Committee was appointed to consider 
the practice, for it meant that the 
Government were taking lump sums 
without any control or examination by 
the House of Commons. What hap- 
pened next! As the went 
on, after the slaughter of the innocents 
had taken place, the Government told 
the House that they could not get away 
for their holidays until Supply had been 
passed. The House then sat night after 
night voting money by millions without 
proper discussion and without any 
administrative control. Bargains were 
arranged in and out of the House— 
“If you do so and so, so much earlier 
will the holidays begin.” Well, the 
autumn recess is not a thing to be | 
trifled with, and the Government were | 
strong enough to stifle all desire for | 

| 


session 


administrative cross-examination or ad- 


Sir Henry Fowler; 
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ministrative efficiency. Many Members 
who interested themselves in financial 
matters, I believe, came to the con- 
clusion that it was absolutely necessary 


'to have some new scheme in order to 
|provide that the House should have 


sufficient control over expenditure. A 
specific day once a week was the 
proposal of the right hon. the 
West Monmouth, and 
was eventually agreed to by the House. 
The hon. Member for East Mayo said 
that the closure was not a part of that 
scheme. But it is substantially part 
of the scheme, because there must be 
a limit to the number of days to be 
devoted to Supply. The Leader of 
the House knows very well that I have 
taken exception to the allotment of 
the limited number of days, and that 
the present scheme is not the best that 
can be worked out. I feel considerable 
dissatisfaction with the mode in which 
the Civil Service Estimates, for example, 
have during the last two or three years 
been treated. I think that the duty of 
the allocation of the different nights 
ought to rest upon the Executive Govern- 
ment of the day. The right hon. 
Gentleman, as we all know, is most 
courteous and considerate, and | ven- 
ture to say that he has been, if anything, 
too vielding in putting off Votes of general 
interest and in putting down Votes 
which are of interest only to individual 
Members. We have at present no 
system of allocation or distribution, 
except that one day of the week must 
be devoted to Supply. I think that the 
plan can be improved on in many points, 
but, taking it as it stands, | think that 
historically and _ practically the rule 
has been a great improvement on the 
state of things that existed before. 


CoLONEL MILWARD (Warwickshire, 
Stratford-on-Avon): Although I am of 
opinion that thenew systemismuch better 
than the old system, yet I agree with the 
right hon. Gentleman that the present 

is capable of improvement. 
quite easily understand that 
a Leader of the House not so eminently 
scrupulous as my right hon. friend 
might very easily burke discussion on 
subjects which Members of the House 


proposal 
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might yery strongly desire to discuss. 
If we had a Committee independent 


of the Government, such as the Committee | 


of Selection or the Public Accounts 
Committee, who would choose the order 
of the day, it would I think be more 
desirable. The very fact that a_par- 
ticular subject is put down for a _par- 
ticular day indicates that criticism 
is to be passed on the Government 
regarding it, but at present it is possible 
for the Government to put aside « matter 
which they do not wish to have breught 
forward in the House. I think that 
is too dangerous a power to place in 
the hands of the Executive. I alsothink 
that the nineteenth and twentieth days— 
the days of the closure—are almost a 
scandal, and at all events extremely 
undignified as far as the business of 
the House is concerned. Hon. Gentle- 
men who take, as I take myself, an 
interest in the number of divisions that 
they take part in, come back to the House 
of Commons and vote in twenty or 
thirty divisions which are taken on 
those days, their object being not to 
take an intelligent interest in the Esti- 
mates but to swell the number of their 
divisions. Many important Estimates 
are Put forward on the nineteenth and 
twentieth days of which never a word 
has been heard. Therefore, while fully 
admitting that the present practice is an 
improvement on that of years past, still 
there are means by which it might be 
improved, and I hope that in another 
session the Government will direct their 
attentionto the question of allocation,and 
also to the absurd system by which many 
Votes are closured on the last two days 
of Supply without a word of discussion. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): There 
is one remark that | desire to make about 
these rules. I am sure we all recognise 
that the right hon. Gentleman the Leader 
of the House always endeavours to ap- 
proach this matter not from a party 
standpoint, but in order to make the 
best arrangements possible. There is 
one great defect in the system, and that 
is the automatic closure at the end. 
Every critic is agreed as to that. Even 


the right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
East Wolverhampton, who defended the 
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| rules more stoutly than the Leader of the 


House, passed very lightly over the 
question of the automatic closure at the 
end. In his description of the system 
which preceded these rules he said that 
two or three weeks were given to Supply 
and that the Government had to bargain 
with Members. I am very fond of these 
bargains—Members generally get some- 
thing out of them; but there is no pos- 


‘sibility of bargaining under these rules, 


as everything left over is automatically 
closured. I think that is a_ great 
defect, and I would submit to the right 
hon. Gentleman that some amendment 
on this point might be devised. If a 
longer time were given us—say, even halt 
an hour or an hour—for referring to some 
of the great questions which are about 
to be closured it would be an improve- 
ment. I believe on one night recently 
twenty-eight millions were voted, and | 
question whether a parallel to that could 
be found under the old system. While 
we have an advantage in one respect 
under the new system, we have also the 
disadvantage of the automatic closure at 
the end. As the hon. Gentleman who 
has just sat down has explained, the 
Government have also the right to select 
the Votes they like best, and the others 
may be left over to be automatically 
dealt with in the last two days. I quite 
frankly admit that the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Leader of the House does every- 
thing he can to meet the wishes of 
hon. Members on this side, but we are as 
likely to make a mistake as the Govern- 
ment. We cannot think of everything 
at once, and we may _ select some- 
thing which seems desirable to us to 
discuss, only to find out at the last 
moment that a still more important 
subject has to be automatically closured. 
I hope the right hon. Gentleman will 
think over this matter and give us a 
longer buffer, which is what we require. 
Even a very little added time would be 
a great help. I do not see any harm in 
the new point introduced into the 
rules by the right hon. Gentleman, 
but I hope he has got nothing up his 
sleeve with regard to it. So far as 
I can see it is an _ improvement, 
because it gives us longer time. He has 
left out the rule with reference to Ways 
and Means, and I would appeal to him 
not to bring it up again. I am sure—— 
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*Mr. SPEAKER : That hardly arises on | less important. Organised parties and 


this question. 


sections in this House have a very great 
advantage in obtaining days over indi- 


| vidual Members who may be quite as 


Mr. LOUGH: I readily accept your | 
ruling, Sir. Generally, I think, the right 
hon. Gentleman has put the matter very 
plainly to us, and I hope he will be able 
to state that the severity of the automatic 
closure at the end will be somewhat miti- 
gated. That would be a great improve- 
ment. 


Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : 
I wish to make an appeal to the right 
hon. Gentleman the Leader of the House. 
Many new Members do not understand 
these elaborate rules. I am in some 
sense a new Member myself. Although 
I was a Member of four Parliaments 
after 1880, still I have been five years 
out of the House, and I am astonished 
at the fetters and cramps that the House 
has placed upon itself during that period 
with regard to facilities for debate, 
I find it impossible to take any step 
without going to the Table to find out 
whether I would be in order, although 
five years ago I would be under no 
such necessity. I think it would be 
much better if this motion were put 
down at a time when it could be 
properly discussed and when Amend- 
ments could be placed on the Paper, 
and I would therefore appeal to 


numerous and equally interested in some 
subject of great importance. For in- 
stance, the Irish party by their activity 
and organisation always command a 
very great and perhaps an_ excessive 
share of the time allotted for Supply. 
[Several Hon. Members: No, no!] | 
quite admit Irish Members have a full 


‘right to their opinion, and J will not pur- 
/sue the specialisation of this subject. The 


particular subject to which I wish to 
refer is the Foreign Office Vote. In 
recent years that Vote has been placed 
very much in the background, I will not 
say deliberately, but the opportunity 
for discussing important questions on it 
has not been given. ‘Take the subject 
of China, which has been very little dis- 
cussed during the last few years, although 
it is a subject of vast importance, and 
involves greater British interests than 
any other subject, not even excepting 
South Africa. That has been burked for 
season after season. I think the sugges- 
tion of my hon. and gallant friend the 
Member for Stratford-on-Avon—that a 


| special Committee should be appointed to 


consider with the Government the alloca- 
tion of the days to be given to Supply as 


_ between the different classes—is a very 


' valuable suggestion. 


the Leader of the House to adjourn the | 


debate until Thursday. 


*Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef- 
field, Ecclesall) : I wish also to make an 
appeal to the Leader of the House with 
regard to a point raised by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for East Wolver- 
hampton—namely, the allocation of days 


for various classes of Supply. [agree with | 


the right hon. Gentleman and with my 


hon. and gallant friend that the alloca- | 


tion of days as between the different 
classes of Supply is very uncertain and 
very often very unjust. Questions of 


not say burked, but have been passed 
over, and the opportunity for discussing 
them has been lost because the time of | 
the House has been entirely taken up with | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


very great importance have been, I will | Supply allotted to it. 


I agree with my 
hon. and gallant friend that this is a 


/question which ought not to be left 
entirely to the 
| day. 


Government of the 
It is not a question which it is 
leave entirely to the 
Government, and I should like to 
see a small Committee appointed, 
consisting of the leaders on both sides 
and of the various sections of the House, 
to consider and report as to the number 
of days it is, as a rule, desirable to allocate 
to the different classes of Supply. I do 
not say that there should be a hard and 
fast rule without any variation, but at 
all events it ought to be laid down that 
such a subject as the Foreign Offiee Vote 
should always have at least two days of 
I hope my right 
hon. friend the Leader of the House will 


quite safe to 


‘consider that suggestion. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) : This motion 


some other class of Supply very much | has received the imprimatur of the 








13. 
rig 
Ea: 
it 
slas 
Gel 
no 
tot 
for 
Me 
Fro 
this 
the 
his 
rule 
ere: 
Ser 
sub. 
Gen 
heer 
ever 
and 
The 
M11¢ 
hett 
hacl 
men 
If 
rega 
“rea 
[ ha 
with 
to tk 
come 
is v 
unin 
reall 
fro tc 
tive 
[rish 
ing 
passe 
may 
in bis 
in S 
with 
impo 
had ; 
The 
subjec 
whet] 
Navy, 
Office. 
the ec 
the 1 
House 
which 
affairs 
lrelan 








er 
ite 


nd 


at 
te: 
of 
ht 
ill 





1311 Business of the 


{26 FepruaryY 1901} 


1312 


House (Supply). 


right hon. Gentleman the Member for | tration in Ireland, pass comparatively 
East Wolverhampton, as we all expected | unheeded in this country, and, even if 


it would. Indeed, he was more enthu- 
silastic in its favour than the right hon. 
Gentleman who moved it, but who gave 
no arguments in favour of it. I put it 
to the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
tor East Wolverhampton that the ordinary 
Members of this House, as distinct from 
Front Bench men, are more interested in 
this question of Supply than either of 
the Front Benches. I would also call 
his attention to the fact that since this 
rule has been in operation, and when 
great questions concerning the Civil 
Service, Irish affairs, and other different 
subjects have been under discussion, 
(rentlemen on the front benches have 
been conspicuous by their absence ; and 
even when present they sit indolently 
and perhaps somnolently in their places. 
Therefore the question of Supply is of 
much more importance to and much 
better understood by Gentlemen on the 
hack benches than by right hon. Gentle- 
men on the front benches. 

If there is one class of Members who 
regard this rule with keen suspicion and 
great jealousy it is the Irish Members. 
[ have had some experience in connection 
with the Irish Estimates, and it leads me 
to the conclusion that since this rule has 
come into operation a great deal of time 
is very often spent on comparatively 
unimportant Votes, and the Votes that 
really touch Irish administration, which 
go to the root of the action of the Execu- 
tive in Ireland, and which alone give 
lrish Members an opportunity of criticis- 
ing the Government in Ireland, are 
passed over sub silentio. Irish Members 
may have an opportunity of intervening 
in big debates, but the cross-examination 
in Supply of the Ministers connected 
with the Executive in Ireland is of more 
importance to Irish interests than if we 
had a full-dress debate once a month. 
The fact is that in this country any 
subject which engages public attention, 
whether it concerns the Army, the 
Navy, the Civil Service, or the Foreign 
Office, is discussed in institutions all over 
the country, as well as in the press, and 
the necessity of discussing it in this 
House is not a tenth of the necessity 
which exists for the discussion of Irish 
affairs, because subjects of interest in 
lreland, and gross abuses of the adminis- 


| Members. 


they are taken notice of in the press, 
| they only find lodgment in some, obscure 
corner. Therefore the chief opportunity 
which the Irish Members have of dis- 
cussing questions in connection with the 
administration of Ireland is on the Votes 
in Supply. When I came to this House 
fifteen years ago our opportunities for 
debating Supply were practically un- 
limited. At any rate, they were much 
more comprehensive than they are at 
present. Now the consideration of the 
Irish Votes in Supply is arbitrarily cut 
down to three nights. What happens ? 
The Minister does not care a threnen. 
Irish Members may get up one after the 
other, and speak a whole night perhaps 
on the drainage of the river Suck, but 
the Minister knows very well all the 
time important Votes affecting adminis- 
tration in Ireland are being put back, 
and he actually connives—-and it is very 
hard to blame him--at this waste of 
public time. in order that when his own 
Tepactment comes to ve discussed enty 
an hour or perhaps a few minutes 
remain to consider matters of import- 
ance. I was very much struck by the 
attempt of my hon. and learned friend 
the Member for Waterford to draw the 
present Chief Secretary into some ex- 
pression of opinion that he would not be 
the naughty boy that previous Chief 
Secretaries have been. I noticed when 
my hon. and learned friend was speaking 
that a smile spread over the good-looking 
features of the present Chief Secretary. 
and when my hon. and learned friend 
mentioned that the Chief Secretary's 
Vote had not been discussed last year or 
the year before, he no doubt mentally 
rubbed his hands in glee, and said, 
‘I am going to have a jolly fine time of 
it.”’ But when my hon. and learned 
friend, in that winning way of his, 
appealed to the right hon. Gentleman 
as to whether he would not be more 
industrious, and whether he would not 
see that these important Votes would not 
be scamped, the right hon. Gentleman 
sat tight and said nothing; but the 
smile remained. I contend from every 
point of view that there is no section of 
Members in this House more interested 
in this question of Supply than the Irish 
It is supposed to be a maxim 
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of constitutional law that the redress of 
grievances should precede Supply, and I 
suppose that the brightest pages in con- 
nection with the constitutional freedom 
of Great Britain refer to the battles 
which have been fought between arbi- 
trary monarchs and the Commons on 
questions of Supply. I contend that the 
importance of discussions in Supply to 
this country is not so great as it was a 
century, or even a few generations ago. 
You have institutions—the press and 
debating societies—throughout Creat 
Britain, but in Lreland acts may be com- 
mitted by the Executive which may be 
in themselves unconstitutional, and the 
only chance of redress we have is during 
the discussion of Votes in Supply affect- 
ing Irish matters, and therefore I say any 
system under which the Irish Votes 
only get three days works unfairly. 
After the King’s Speech, and with the 
exception of a little Bill or two we hope 
to introduce, we shall have practically 
no opportunity of bringing forward 
questions affecting our country, except 
on these Votes of Supply, and I certainly 
think the Irish Members should strenu- 
ously urge that we should at least have 
five or six days, and that a guarantee to 
that effect should be given us. 


Mr. DILLON : The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for East Wolverhamp- 
ton claimed the paternity of these rules 
for the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Monmouth. If the right hon. 
(rentleman the Member for West Mon- 
mouth were present to-night I am not 
certain that he would be proud of it, 
because when the rules were proposed 
for the first time he strongly opposed— 
and he is the most experienced champion 
of the rights of the House of Commons— 
the application of the automatic closure 
to Supply. Of who 
takes any interest in Supply (and | agree 
with my hon. friend that the Front 
Benches are not the most interested in it) 
agreed with the proposal of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Mon- 
mouth that it would be a good thing if 
one night each week were given toSupply ; 
but the right hon. Gentleman never pro- 
posed and never assented to the applica- 


Mr. Flynn. 


course, evervone 
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tion of the automatic closure, and when 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
East Wolverhampton declares that the 
application of the automatic closure to 
Supply, which is a scandal and disgrace 
to this House, was an inseparable part of 
the scheme proposed by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Mon- 
mouth I entirely deny it. The right hon. 
Gentleman stated in his speech that he 
believed the scheme would work without 
it, and he appealed to the Government 
to give the proposal a fair trial. I want 
to know why such a scheme should not 
work well. Why could we not give 
Friday of each week to the discussion otf 
Supply, and let the Votes not discussed on 
Fridays be taken in the ordinary way ! 
That would be an improvement, and 
would not place any new difficulty in the 
path of the Government. 

The First Lord of the Treasury, when he 
made his original proposal, made it in a 
very insinuating speech. He declared that 
his object in making it was to improve the 
position and opportunities of private 
Members. But how did he improve the 
opportunities of private Members?  Be- 
fore these rules were introduced we had 
Fridays and also Tuesdays for private 
Members’ business. He proposed to 
take away Fridays from private Members 
for Government business, but he said. 
in that agreeable and insinuating manner 
of which he is the master, “ I must not 
take away Fridays for Government 
business. Supply is private Members 
business, and under these rules we are 
giving private Members an admirable 
opportunity of bringing forward subjects 
in which they are interested.”” I say that 
in taking Fridays for Supply the right 
hon. Gentleman was taking away a 
private Members’ night, for which he 
has given us absolutely nothing in return. 
Moreover, he has put in force the extra- 
ordinary principle of the automatic 
closure. Now I want to ask the Govern- 
ment a question which I have asked 
before. Why is this automatic closure to 
be applied to Supply and not to be applied 
to Bills? In the debates which took 
place in 1896 the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Monmouth—and 
no one has a greater knowledge of the 
House of Commons than he has — 
expressed it as his deliberate opinion 
that if you applied the automatic closure 
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to Supply you would be driven irresistibly 
by the force of logic to apply it to legisla- 
tion. I believe that to be true, because 
every argument in favour of closuring 
Supply applies with greatly increased 
force to legislation. In Supply there are 
only two stages ; in legislation there are 
several stages, and also the check of the 
House of Lords, which does not exist 
in the case of Supply; and therefore, 
apart from all other considerations, it is a 
much more violent proceeding to apply 
the automatic closure to money Votes in 
this House than to apply it to Bills. As 
I have said, these rules give private Mem- 
bers nothing, while depriving them of 
one of the most effective, I think I might 
almost say the only, means they have 
of putting pressure on the Government 
and of really effectively surveying the 
action of the Executive. We have seen 
to-night ample proof that this Sessional 
Order is in itself vicious. It proposes to 
apply to delicate machinery, which is the 
result of ages of experience, and is the 
most perfect machinery ever devised by 
the wit of man to bring the Executive 
Government into touch with the people, 
a strait-jacket which will nake it 
impossible to work, and which will 
ultimately result in bringing it into 
absolute inaction. I am_ perfectly con- 
vinced if this system is persisted in that 
the time will come when even the twenty 
days which are now allotted for Supply 
will be more than sufficient, because the 
discussion of Supply under the operation 
of these rules will become absolutely 
unreal and farcical, and hon. Members 
have a very great dislike to taking part 
in what they know to be a mockery and 
a farce. Some among us took the 
liberty of saying in 1896 that the effect 
of these rules would be to increase enor- 
mously the expenditure of this country. 
Everyone who has devoted any attention 
to the subject knows that one of the 
chief aids which the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had in defending himself and 
the Treasury against the ever-increasing 
demands of the great Departments of 
the State, was the dread of passing his 
Estimates through this House. When 
vou passed these rules you removed 
from the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
that great aid. What has been the 
result ! In the whole history of England 
there has never been such an unheard-of 
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rapidity of increase in the Estimates, and 
I venture to submit to the House that 
those of us who prophesied that the 
result of the introduction of these rules 
would be a great and unparalleled in- 
crease in the expenditure of this country 
have been fully justified. 

There is another matter which has been 
touched upon lightly in the course of this 
debate. An hon. and gallant Gentleman 
opposite said that these rules placed too 
much power in the hands of the Executive 
Government. I believe that is true. 
The working of these rules is only begin- 
ning to be understood. Everyone who 
his any experience of the House of 
Commons knows that it takes many 
years before hon. Members can realise 
what the effect of a great change in 
procedure is. These rules enable the 
Government, if they are so disposed, 
to withdraw any Vote or group of Votes 
from the discussion of the House alto- 
gether. For instance, they might say 
that the condition of Ireland was such 
that it would be better not to discuss 
Irish Votes at all, or it would be open to 
them to take the view that the condition 
of foreign affairs was such that no time 
was available for the discussion of Irish 
business. The right hon, Gentleman 
the First Lord of the Treasury is at 
present, and has been for some years, 
sailing in summer scas with a favourable 
wind behind him. He has a majority 
of 130, and an Opposition which takes 
things so quietly that he gets up oceasion- 
ally and complains that they will not play 
the game and give him an interest in 
the discussions. But we in Ireland have 
known the right hon. Gentleman under 
other circumstances, and we know that 
if he is pushed into a corner he has claws, 
although at present they may be with- 
drawn. If Ireland became troublesome 
again, and if the Irish Members became 
a nuisance, | am not so sure that the 
right hon. Gentleman, however agreeable 
his speeches may now be, would not 
closure the Irish Estimates. The law 
would be with him, and the only right 
we should have would be dependent on 
the goodwill of Ministers, and a right 
which depends on the goodwill of Minis- 
ters is practically non-existent. ‘These 


rules give the Leader of the House the 
absolute right, without in the least degree 
infringing their spirit or their letter, to 
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closure all the Irish Votes. I think 
that alone shows that it would be im- 
possible for us to agree to them. I have 
merely touched upon the fringe of the 
subject. It is a subject in which I take 
great interest and which I understand, 
but as it is only a Sessional Order, and as 
we shall have another opportunity of 
discussing it, I do not intend to say all I 
I will, however, 
believe 


should like to say now. 
submit an Amendment which | 
| shall be in order in moving at a later 
stage, in order to further safeguard the 
rights of Members. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 


cannot speak on the subject again. 


Mr. DILLON: We were allowed a 
Second Reading discussion in 1896, in 
1897, and 1898, and Amendments were 
taken afterwards, but it is not a matter of 
importance, because one of my colleagues 
will move my Amendment. The Amend- 
ment which I desire to move is, ‘‘ Provided 
also that not less than six nights shall be 
allocated for the Irish 
Estimates.” 


discussion of 


Mr. FJELD (Dublin, St. Patrick’s) : 
As an Irish Member, | 
strongly against the motion before the 


protest most 


House, because my experience in this 
House is that the only effective oppor- 
tunity an Irish Member has of entering 
a protest against what is called Govern 
ment in Ireland is on Supply. We have 
no constitutional Government in Ireland. 
We are governed by bodies non-elected 
and irresponsible, and who are not 
chosen by the people, and the only 
opportunity given to Irish Members in 
this House of criticising the action of 
these bodies who deal with public money 


collected from the Irish taxpayer is on | 
In my opinion this| 


Votes in Supply. 
motion is an infringement of the liberties 
of Irish Members in this House. [also 
maintain that the right hon. Gentleman 


Mr. Dillon. 
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ought not to have brought in rules of this 
‘kind without notice, and without Mem- 
bers being afforded an opportunity of 
putting down Amendments. The right 
hon. Gentleman contends, in that nice 
| language of which he is such a master, 
that it is for the advantage of private 
Members that he has introduced these 
I am surprised that the House 
has not taken more cognisance of this 


rules. 


motion, because, in my opinion, the most 
sacred privilege which belongs to Mem- 
bers of this House is the right to criticise 
Supply and Ways and Means. What is 
the difference between this House and 
the House of Lords ! 
originate money Bills, and are supposed 
The motion of the 
right hon. Gentleman proposes to limit 


It is that we can 
to regulate taxation. 


the power which now resides in private 
Members, and as an Irish Member | 
protest most strongly against it, and I 
hope we will be able to defeat it by the 
votes of the independent Members of this 
May I briefly point out this fact. 
Members frequently come over fron: 
Ireland to take part in the discussion on 
Votes in Supply only to find, when they 
arrive in this House, that theautomatic 


House. 


closure has been brought into operation, 
and they might just as well have stayed 
at home. [Hon. Mempers laughed.] 
Hon. Members opposite may think that 
this a matter of laughter. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: It is not relevant to 


the question before the House. 


Mr. FIELD: I was pointing out, Mr. 
Speaker, the fact that Members coming 
over from Ireland find that they are 
prevented from taking part in debate 
owing to the automatic closure. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is the irrele- 


vant observation to which | refer. 


Mr. FIELD: I bow to your ruling, 
Sir; but when a Member is prevented by 
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the automatic closure from taking part in | 


debate, that is certainly a very relevant 
matter for him. 
to this motion, because, in my opinion— 
and I am sure my opinion is the opinion 
of the independent Members of this 
House—it isan attempt to limit the right 
which private Members possess at present 
of criticising Supply. That is one of the 
most important functions that can be 
exercised by the House of Commons, and 
is at the root of all the liberty which 
England 
questions that the whole Government of 
this country depends. If you stop 
supplies you stop the Government, and 
that is the reason why the right hon. 
Gentleman is so anxious to have this 
matter settled without discussion, and 
that is the reason why right hon. Gentle- 
men on the two Front Benches want 
things manipulated according to their 
own ideas, and object to have questions 
of Supply debated by independent Mem- 
bers. This is a dangerous proposal, and 
ought to be resisted not only by Liberal 
Members, but also by independent Con- 
servative Members, because, as I under- 
stand, the Conservative Members are as 
jealous of their liberties as either Irish or 
Liberal Members. I trust that when this 
matter is put toa vote, at least a sufficient 
number of Members will vote against it 
to show the public that we are determined 
to maintain our right, as private Mem- 
bers, to criticise Supply brought before us 
by the Government. 


possesses. It is on 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkealdy Burghs) : 


The right hon. Gentleman who _intro- 
duced this motion has a majority, and 
that majority will support him, but some 
day perhaps hon. Gentlemen opposite 
who used to be such strong champions 
of the rights of private Members may 
realise more than they do now the impor- 
tance of these rules. With the experience 


which we have had of the operation of 
these rules, 1 am more convinced than 
ever that they are not in the best interests _ 
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of the House. Year after year we have been 
unable, no matter how keenly we may 
have desired it, to say a single word with 
regard to several great spending Depart- 
ments of the State. I can point to case 
after case, especially affecting Scotland, 
where we have had no opportunity of 
saying a word. It has been the same 
with the Board of Agriculture, the Local 
Government Board, and many other 
Departments. What is the result? This 
House is losing its power. The Depart- 
becoming your’ masters. 
What do they care if you have a grievance 
in Supply?) They know perfectly well 
that no opportunity will arise for dis- 
cussing it. We are told that this is really 
a private Member’s motion. 


House (Supply). 


ments are 


Is it not a 
fact that before these rules were intro- 
duced we could discuss Votes on Account, 
and had still left to us the discussion on 
the Vote in Supply? It may have been 
the fault of private Members if they did 
not avail themselves of this oppor- 
tunity, but at least they had it. | 
desire to move an Amendment, and | 
must complain that no opportunity 
was given us of putting Amendments 
on the Paper. I beg to move in 
line 16 to leave out the word * three ”’ in 
order to insert the word “ five.”’ The 
result will be to give two more days for 
Supply, which would certainly be some 
slight concession to the views we hold on 
this side of the House, especially as the 
Foreign Office and the War Office will 


‘take more time than usual this session. 


Amendment proposed— 
‘‘In line 16, to leave out the word ‘three, 


in order to insert the word ‘five.’”—(Mv. 
Dalziel.) 


Question proposed, * That the word 
three’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, E.) : 


|The Amendment appears to me to be one 


which would to some extent meet the 


the House. 1322 

The Committee was accordingly nomi- 
nated of—Mr. Baldwin, Mr. Banbury, 
Mr. Blake Mr. Gibson Bowles, Mr. Austen 


1321 Adjournment of {COMMONS} 


difficulties which have been pointed out | 
by hon. Members from Ireland. There | 


can he no doubt whatev er, no matter how Seaamaaai We Paka tie, Cadeinion 
hon. Gentlemen opposite may object, that aden: te Wess Wiese Be. 
it is a perfectly reasonable thing for Goddard. Sir Brampton Gurdon, Sir 
Irish Members to take every opportunity | Arthur Hayter, Mr. Brodie Hoare, Mr, 
to increase our facilities for discussing | Herbert Lewis, Sir Robert Mowbray. 





; ’ “ti 
Supply with reference toour own country. | and Mr. Pym. 


The three or four days now allotted to 
Irish Supply are not. nearly enough. I 
hope the Amendment will be accepted. 
In my opinion the First Lord of the | 
Treasury has not treated the House fairly | 
in proposing this motion at this time. 
He knows perfectly well what is expected 
to take place to-morrow and the state of | 
public business generally, and it would be | 
much better if he deferred the further | 
consideration of the motion until Thurs- | 
day. But as he has not done so, I hope he | 
will accept this very reasonable Amend- | 
ment. It isa monstrous thing, apart from 
the Irish point of view altogether, that 
the whole Supply of this country must be | 
dealt with in twenty days. That is not 
nearly enough, and there should be thirty 
or thirty-five days allotted to Supply. 
The result of the present system un- 
doubtedly is that Supply cannot be 
adequately debated. | 
It being midnight, the debate stood | 
adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


Ordered, That the Committee have 


power to send for persons, papers, and 


records.—(Sir William Walrond.) 


PUBLIC PETITIONS. 

Ordered, That a Select Committee be 
appointed, to whom shall be referred all 
Petitions presented to the House, with 
the exception of such as relate to Private 
Bills; and that such Committee do 
classify and prepare abstracts of the same, 
in such form and manner as shall appear 


'to them best suited to convey to the 


House all requisite information respect- 
ing their contents, and do report the 
same from time to time to the House : 
and that the Reports of the Committee do 
set forth the number of signatures to 
each Petition only in respect to those 


signatures to which addresses are fixed ; 


and that such Committee have power 
to direct the printing in extenso of such 


| Petitions, or of such parts of Petitions 


as shall appear to require it :—And that 
such Committee have power to report 
their opinion and observations thereupon 
to the House. 


The Committee was accordingly nomi- 


nated of—Mr. Allsopp, Mr. Edward Barry, 


LEAD POISONING. 


Address for “ Return of the number 
of cases of Lead Poisoning reported as | 
occurring (1) in the earthenware and 
china industry. for each month from 
January, 1898, to December, 1900, both 
inclusive. and (2) in all other trades (in | 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 
171. of Session 1900).”°—(Mr. Coghill.) 


PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE. 


Ordered, That the Committee do consist 
of Fifteen Members. 








Mr. Brymer, Sir Charles Dalrymple, 


Colonel Kenyon-Slaney, General Laurie. 


Mr. Herbert Lewis, Sir Henry Meysey- 
Thompson, Mr. Charles Morley, Mr. T. ?. 
O’Connor, Mr. Philipps, Mr. Tollemache, 
Lord Willoughby de Eresby, and Mr. 
Henry Joseph Wilson. 


Ordered, That three be the quorum.— 
(Sir William Walrond.) 


Adjourned at five minutes afte 
Twelve of the clock. 
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Another Member took and subscribed 
the Oath. 


THE DEATH OF QUEEN VICTORIA. 

Mr. SPEAKER informed the House that 
he had received the following Message of 
Sympathy on the death of Her late 
Majesty from the President of the House 
of Representatives in the Austrian Reich- 
srath— 
Copy. 

Austrian Reichsrath, 
Office of the President of the 
House of Representatives, 
Vienna, 


Translation. lst February, 1901. 


Sir, 

At the opening Session of the House of 
Representatives in the Austrian Reichsrath, 
on the 31st of January of this year, I delivered, 
as President by right of seniority, the follow- 
ing eulogy of Her late Majesty Queen 
Victoria :— 

** Honourable Gentlemen, eg me to touch 
on the mournful event which has happened 
almost simultaneously with the Convoca- 
tion of the Reichsrath. I allude to the 
passing away of Her Majesty the venerable 
Queen Victoria of England, that glorious and 
wise Princess who has departed this life after 
a reign of nearly sixty-four years. The lofty 
virtues, by which the deceased Sovereign was 
adorned, the general respect which was paid to 
Her on all sides on account of Her rahe con- 
stitutional principles, the rare qualities of 
heart and mind which were peculiarly Hers, 
enable us to appreciate the magnitude of the 
loss that has plunged into deep mourning both 
the people and the Royal Family of a great 
Country which has ever been our friend. 

‘Our illustrious Monarch, towards whom 
the venerable Sovereign entertained to the last 
feelings of the sincerest friendship, has already 
given moving expression to the deep sorrow 
which animates him on this occasion. 

‘‘ By rising from their seats honourable 
Gentlemen will give suitable expression to 
their deep sympathy, and will follow the 
example of all the Parliamentary bodies at 
present in Session ; and this proceeding shall 
be recorded in the minutes of to-day’s meeting. 

“Tn conclusion, I beg the Honourable House 
to authorise the President to communicate 
our sincere sympathy to the Speaker of the 
House of Commons.” 

I have the honour, with the concurrence of 
the House, which has furnished me with 
express powers for the purpose, to communi- 
cate this information to the House of Com- 
mons through your intermediary. 

Accept, ete., 
(Signed) Doctor WEIGEL. 


To the 
Speaker of the House of Commons, 
The Right Hon. William Court Gully. 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


WAGES AND EFFECTS OF DECEASED 
SEAMEN. 
Account [presented 15th February] to 
be printed. [No. 56.] 


Reports, &e. 


UNIVERSITY OF ABERDEEN. 
Copy presented, of Annual Statistical 
Report by the University Court of the 
University of Aberdeen for 1899-1900 
[by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be 





| printed. [No. 57. 
CIVIL CONTINGENCIES FUND, 
1899-1900. 
; Return presented, relative thereto 


[ordered 26th February; Mr. Austen 
| Chamberlain] ; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 58.] 


NATIONAL GALLERY REPORT. 
Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 26th February; Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain]; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 59.] 


LEAD POISONING. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 26th February ; Mr. Jesse Col- 
lings]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 60.] 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 26th February ; Mr. Coghill] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 61.] 

NEW SOUTH WALES (FEDERAL 
ELECTIONS ACT, 1900). 

Copy presented, of the Federal Elec- 
tions Act, 1900 (New South Wales) [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 62.] 

GREENWICH HOSPITAL AND 
TRAVERS’ FOUNDATION. 

Accounts presented, for the year ended 
31st March, 1900, with the Report of the 
Comptroller and Auditor General thereon 
[by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 63.] 

LIFE ASSURANCE COMPANIES. 


Copy presented, of Statements of 
Account, and of Life Assurance and 





Annuity Business and Abstracts of 
Actuarial Reports, deposited with the 


3E 
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Board of Trade during the year ended 
31st December, 1900 [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
64. | 


Business of the 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (SUPPLY). 

Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Amendment to Question 
[26th February], “ That, so soon as the 
Committee of Supply has been appointed 
and Estimates have been presented, the 
Business of Supply shall (until it be dis- 
posed of) be the first Order of the Day on 
Friday, unless the House otherwise 
order on the Motion of a Minister of the 
Crown moved at the commencement of 
Public Business to be decided without 
Amendment or Debate; and the pro- 
visions of Standing Order No. 56 shall 
be extended to Friday : 

Not more than twenty days, being 
days before the 5th of August, on which 
the Speaker leaves the Chair for the 
Committee of Supply without Question 
put, counting from the first day on 
which the Speaker so left the Chair under 
Standing Order No. 56, shall be allotted 
for the consideration of the Annual Esti- 
mates for the Army, Navy. and Civil 
Services, including Votes on Account, 
the Business of Supply standing first 
Order on every such day : 

Provided always, that on Motion made 
after Notice by a Minister of the Crown, 
to be decided without Amendment or 
Debate, additional time, not exceeding 
three days, may be allotted for the Busi- 
ness of Supply, either before or after the 
5th of August : 

On the last but one of the allotted days, 
at Ten o'clock p.m., the Chairman shall 
proceed to put forthwith every Question 
necessary to dispose of the outstanding 
Votes in Committee of Supply ; and on 
the last, not being earlier than the twen- 
tieth of the allotted days, the Speaker 
shall, at Ten o'clock p.m., proceed to put 
forthwith every Question necessary to 
complete the outstanding Reports of 
Supply : 

On the days appointed for concluding 
the Business of Supply. the considera- 
tion of such business shall not be antici- 
pated by a Motion of Adjournment 
under Standing Order No. 17 ; nor may 
any dilatory Motion be moved on such 
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proceedings ; nor shall they be inter- 
rupted under the provisions of any 
Standing Order relating to the Sittings 
of the House : 

Provided always that any Additional 


Estimate for any new service or matter,. 


not included in the original Estimates for 
the year shall be submitted for considera- 
tion in the Committee of Supply on any 
day not later than two days before the 
Committee is closed : 

Provided also that the days occupied 
by the consideration of Estimates supple- 
mentary to those of a previous Session, 
or of any Vote of Credit, or of Votes 
for Supplementary or Additional Esti- 
mates presented by the Government for 
War Expenditure, shall not be included 
in the computation of the twenty days. 
Provided also that two Morning Sittings 
shall be deemed equivalent to one Three 
o'clock Sitting.”-—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


And which Amendment was— 
“In line 16, to leave out the word ‘three, 


in order to insert the word ‘ five.” ”°—(JJ/>. 
Dalziel.) 


Question again proposed, “ That the 
word ‘three’ stand part of the Ques- 
tion.” 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare. 
E.): I observe with great satisfaction 
that the First Lord of the Treasury has, 
according to the Paper, somewhat modi- 
fied his original proposal to take all the 
resolutions of which he gave notice yes- 
terday. As far as I personally am con- 
cerned, I shall be as brief as possible in 
giving my reason for supporting the 
Amendment, because, although I protest 
against the arrangement of the First 
Lord of the Treasury for limiting the 
debate upon this matter, | am anxious 
that the Eight Hours Bill should be 
discussed and divided upon _ this 
afternoon. It is rather hard upon 
those who consider that the question 
of the time allotted to Supply should 
be thoroughly discussed to find that 
if they so discuss it they will prevent 
the consideration of a measure which 
may do something to lessen the loss of 
life in the mining operations of the 
country. The hon. Member for the 
Kirkealdy Burghs proposes to extend the 
time by giving five instead of three addi 
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tional days if necessary. It is absolutely 


essential that at least this Amendment | 


should be accepted, and I challenge any 


hon. Member to say honestly that there is | 


anything unreasonable in the proposal. 
According to the resolution the discus- 
sion of Supply is to be limited to twenty 
days. Can it conscientiously be said 
that twenty days is sufficient for the dis- 
cussion of all that is involved in the 
enormous expenditure of the Govern- 
ment! There are only three days in 
the whole year intended for the discus- 
sion of the total expenditure connected 
with every part of Ireland. It is a perfect 


absurdity to suppose that that is suffi- | 


cient. With regard to the resolution 
generally, | do not say it is a bad thing 
in principle that Supply should be to 
some extent evenly distributed through 
the session; my objection is that the 
number of days given is not sufficient. 


Distribute Supply by all means, but do- 


not make an arrangement by which at 
the end of the session some of the most 
important Votes are carried through 
without a single word of discussion. 
However, as I am anxious that a Bill of 
great importance to a large proportion 
of the working people of this country 
should be discussed to-day, I will content 
myself by asking the right hon. Gentle- 
man to accept the Amendment. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) : 
[ have always been in favour of this 
rule, and I think Supply is infinitely 
better treated under it than under 
the old plan, but I rise for the purpose 
of pressing on the attention of the Leader 
of the House one fact, and it is because 
of that fact that I shall certainly 
support the Amendment. My right 
hon. friend must be aware that the con- 
ditions in Ireland are very different 
this session to what they have been 
at any previous time. A great system 
of local government has been brought 
into play, and as might be expected a 
good deal has happened between the 
Local Government Board and the local 
authorities in different parts of Ire- 
land. A good deal of friction has been 
caused, and the result of the decision 
of the Court of Appeal the other 
day is a matter of the gravest im- 
portance both to the Local Govern- 


ment Board and to the country. I 
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would point out that the mere fact 
that that great system of local government 
has been brought into play will necessi- 
tate discussion in this House, and the 
Estimates will be the only occasion 
upon which it can be discussed. If we 
are to be allowed only three days for 
Irish Supply, as a matter of fact nothing 
but local government and the adminis- 
tration of the land will be or can be dis- 
cussed, and the—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I would point out 
to the hon. Member that there is a notice 
of Amendment on the Paper dealing 
especially with the number of days 
that should be allotted to Irish Supply. 
Perhaps his observations would come 
rather upon that. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I felt bound 
to speak upon this point, because if the 
resolution is carried as it stands it will 
be very difficult for English Members 
to consent to Ireland getting six days— 
if the period is not extended by this 
Amendment. I rose merely for the pur- 
pose of pointing out the difficulty which 
will arise in regard to Irish Supply 
unless the time is extended and greater 
facilities are given for discussions which 
are absolutely necessary. 


*Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.):¥ 1 
rise simply to say I shall support 
this Amendment as an Irish Member. 
Throughout the whole of the last Parlia- 
ment I found that the most important 
questions affecting Ireland were guillo- 
tined, closured, or whatever you like 
to call it, under the operation of this 
rule. There is no doubt that in the 
present session the rule will press more 
inconveniently on Ireland than ever, 
because a great proportion of the allotted 
time must necessarily be taken up by 
the Army and Navy Estimates this 
year, as they will be much_ heavier 
than before, and besides which an 
entire day will be necessary to discuss 
the Irish Local Government Board. 
There is one question, for example, which 
will require ample discussion in reference 
to the conduct of the Local Government 
Board—namely, with regard to the medi- 


‘eal officer of the North Dublin Union. 
' Nor will Ireland be satisfied without the 


question of university education for 
3 E 2 , 
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Catholics in that county being adequately | 


discussed. What are we taking up 
the public time with by debating ? 
Mainly, whether or not two days should 
be curtailed from the long holiday 
of this House. If five days are in- 
serted instead of three it merely means 
that the House may not be prorogued 
until two days later than it otherwise 
would be. Surely a question of that 
sort cannot be put in competition with 
the great interests of the Empire in 
general and of the small and insignifi- 
rant portion of the Empire called Ire- 
land, in particular. Therefore I hope 
this Amendment will be pressed to a 
division, and that everyone really in- 
terested in seeing that the country 
is not unduly taxed, and that abuses 
do not exist in the numerous Depart- 
ments connected with Irish administra- 
tion, will support the hon. Member in 
the lobby. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) was understood to say 
that he felt very strongly that with the 
rule as it now stood there was very great 
reason for the Amendment. Since the 
rule was passed five or six years ago 
the opportunities of private Members 
for criticising the Government had 
been very seriously curtailed, and on 
that ground, which he thought was 
a very strong one, he should support 
the Amendment. On Fridays, under 
the rule, the House did get very proper 
and satisfactory opportunities for criti- 
eising the Government, and as there 
were sO many Important matters to 
be discussed, the period might very well 
be extended for twenty-five days, es- 
pecially as it would still be in the option 
of the Government whether or not 
they allotted the extra five days. 


Tue FIRST LORD oF THe TREASURY 
(Mr. A. J. BaLFour, Manchester, E.): 
The hon. Gentleman who has just spoken 
has thrown the weight of his authority, 
in the main, in favour of the rule as it 
stands at present, but he thinks there 
ought to be an addition to the number 
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hon. Gentleman has misled him. No 
doubt it has been my unhappy lot to 
come down from time to time and 
ask the House to surrender, either for 
the work of Supply or for the work of 
Government legislation, some of the 
days commonly given to abstract resolu- 
tions, but I do not think that that duty 
has fallen upon me with greater weight 
than upon my predecessors. They have 
done it, no doubt, with great reluctance, 
as I do, but nevertheless they have 
done it quite as frequently. It is very 
easy for Gentlemen to say. “* What harm 
can two days more do!” It is really 
a question of what proportion of the 
normal and reasonable ought 
to be given to the work of criticism, 
and how much to the work of constructive 
legislation. I have endeavoured to make 
very hastily and roughly a calculation 
of the number of working days we 
have in the session, and the proportion 
which, under the existing system and 
under the rules which now stand, we 
give to the work of criticism. <A session, 
roughly, is six months—say, 180 days. 
Subtract from that twenty-eight days 
for the two holidays; that leaves 
152 days, or. roughly speaking. twenty- 
two weeks. I take a week as consisting 
of four and a half days of Parliamen- 
tary work. That gives 100 working 
days in the six months session. How, 
under the existing rules, do we allocate 
these 100 days? In the first place, 
we can put down eight days as the 
minimum amount during recent years 
for the Address to the Throne—we have 
spent rather more than eight days 
during the present session; there are 
at least ten non-counting days of Supply 
before Easter, and twenty-three days 
after Easter ; there are two days before 
Easter on the Second and Third Readings 


House (Supply). 


session 


of the Appropriation Bill. and there are 


of days allotted to Supply, on the ground | 


that there has been a greater invasion 
of the rights of private Members during 


the last five years than during previous | 


sessions. 


Mr. Hemphill. 





I think the memory of the | 


two days in August on the correspond- 
ing stages of the second Appropriation 
Bill. Add all these together, and 
you will find that the number of days. 
quite exclusive of motions for the ad- 
journment of the House and other in- 
cidental matters of that kind avowedly 
and openly given to criticism of and 
attacks upon the Government—criti- 
cism as distinguished from legislation— is 
forty-five out of a hundred. That leaves 
fifty-five days for private Members’ time 
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and Government time devoted to legis-| Everybody admits that Committee of 


lation. Can any human 
that that is an _ excessive 
I am astonished at the way hon. Mem- 


being say 


amount ? | 


bers blow hot and cold in this matter. | 


If we propose to take Tuesdays for 
Supply before Easter they say, “‘ How can 
you do such a thing as that, and deprive 
private Members of this or that privi- 
lege?” These days are given to Supply. 
Then when we come to the number of days 
to be given to Supply they say, ‘ Oh, 
these are far too few; can we not 
increase the number ? ’’—always of course 
out of the time available for Govern- 
ment legislation. This number of twenty- 
three days was not rashly started in the 
first instance. nor has it been rashly 
continued during the five years in which 
this resolution has been in force. If 
hon. Gentlemen will look back to the 
speech I made when originally proposing 
the rule.* they will find that I based the 
number of days not upon any arbitrary 
idea of my own as to the time that should 
be given for the discussion of Supply, 
but upon the amount that had actually 
heen given in recent years. Why is this 
demand made? It is because under the 
rule now being attacked the days come 
at so convenient a time of the year 
that hon. Gentlemen wish the number 
increased. Under the old system— 
which is absolutely unknown to many 
(rentlemen here and is perhaps fading 
somewhat from the Parliamentary recol- 
lection of those who suffered under it 


-many of the days given to 
eriticisin. were spent late in August 


in an empty and tired House, to the 
utmost inconvenience of the Members 
who had the courage to stay, and in 
the absence of a large number who 
had not the courage and endurance, but 
who, if they had stayed, would no doubt 
have added very valuable elements to 
the discussion. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) : 
The right hon. Gentleman overlooks the 
fact that we spend now £100,000,000 
more than we did. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not see 
what that really has to do with it. 


* For discussion on Mr. Balfour's proposals 
of 1896, see Zhe Parliamentary Debates, Vol. 
XXXvii., commencing at page 723. 


Supply does not exist now for the purpose 
of diminishing Government expenditure, 
nor have I ever heard a reduction moved 
except for the purpose of either attack- 
ing a Minister, criticising his policy, or 
urging the Government to further ex- 
penditure. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg the 
right hon. Gentleman’s pardon. 1 have 
myself moved half-a-dozen motions for 
the purpose of reducing the expenditure. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not doubt 
the hon. Member has moved reductions 
in the Constabulary Vote, and so on, and 
he may have put them on the ground of 
economy, but everybody knows that 
his reason is not that less public money 
should be spent in Ireland, but some- 
thing very different, which it would not 
be in order now to gointo. The amount 
of money now spent is not relevant to 
this discussion. The only thing that is 
relevant is the proportion of our total 
time which ought to be given to criticism, 
and which by being given to criticism 
is necessarily abstracted from other work. 
If the House seriously think that forty- 
five days is an insufficient proportion of 
a hundred days, by all means let them 
support the Amendment. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rusheliffe): That is not forty-five days 
in Committee ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, it is what 
I said it was—forty-five days out of a 
hundred given to criticism as distin- 
guished from private Members’ resolu- 
tions, private Members’ legislation, and 
the general legislative work of the Govern- 
ment. I am rather exaggerating, be- 
cause in the legislative work of the 
Government is included that which is 
commonly called legislation—namely, 
Budget work. If the House follow me 
in taking that broad view of the general 
working session, they will not think the 
number of days allotted under the rule 
too limited in quantity. Under these 
circumstances I feel bound, in the inte- 
rests of the House, to oppose the Amend- 
ment. Hon. Gentlemen opposite have 
attacked this rule as though it was a 
new and untried proposal which had to 
go through the fire of criticism, as if it 
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had never been employed by the House 
before. I venture to say that ever since 
the rule was first introduced it has been 
growing in favour. The more it 


Business of the 


has been studied the more it has made | 


among those who 


Although I have 


converts even 
originally opposed it. 


been and still am most unwilling to put is 
parts of the House. 


this rule outside our ordinary discussions | 
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matter, I shall have no alternative but 
on some future occasion to make this 
part of our fixed and permanent Stand- 
ing Orders. I hope the Amendment 
will be withdrawn and the resolution 
permitted to go through unanimously, 
as I am sure the rule has secured the 
general confidence of Members in all 





by making it a Standing Order of the | 
House, if every time it is brought forward | 
as a Sessional Order we are to spend a | The 
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great amount of time 
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Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, JohnCatheart(Orkney 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.CE(Taunton 
Williams, Rt.HnJPowell(Birm 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen,CharlesP. (Glouc.,Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Austin, Sir John 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

3lake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
‘Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dutty, William J. 
Duncan, James H. 
Edwards, Frank 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

F french, Peter 

Field, William 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 


Sirk THOMAS ESMONDE (Wextord. 
N.): My hon, friend the Member for 
East Mayo has asked me to move the 
Amendment which stands in his name. matter. 
It is with very great regret that we are 
standing in the way of the discussion of 
the Miners Eight Hours Bill, which is a 
measure in which I take personally a 
The blame. how- 
ever, in this matter does not lie with the 
Irish Members, but with the Govern- 
ment, who have taken the most extra- 


great deal of interest. 
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Young, Commander (Berks,E. ) 
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Sullivan, Donal 
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| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 


Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


| ‘TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 


Dalziel and Mr. William 
Redmond. 


ordinary course of springing this proposal 
upon the House. 
Member, I feel very strongly in this 
Year after year we have been 
coming to this House to ventilate various 
Irish grievances and to lay before this 
House and the country the feelings and 
wishes of our constituencies in regard 
to Irish administration, and we find, by 
the way in which the proceedings are 
conducted, it is impossible for us to dis- 
cuss these questions properly. 


Like every other Irish 


The hon. 
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Member for South Tyrone has drawn 
attention to one matter of very great 
importance, which unquestionably ought 
to be largely discussed in the House 
during the present session, and that is 
the administration of the Irish Local 
Government Act. There are many other 
questions of Irish administration which 
are similarly circumstanced, and which 
for years past we have never been able 
to discuss at all. For these and other 
reasons I hope this Amendment will 
be carried, and I simply rise for the 
purpose of entering my protest against 
this proposal. I beg to move the Amend- 
ment standing in my hon. friend’s name. 


Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 8.): I 
beg leave to second the Amendment. I 
wish to point out that during the opera- 
tion of the Local Government Act in 
Ireland the representatives of the people 
have been dealt with in the most auto- 
cratic manner by the Irish Local Govern- 
ment Board. In many cases in Ireland 
the local bodies have not been allowed to 
exercise the rights and privileges which 
they are entitled to exercise by the Act. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member will not be in order in dis- 
cussing the conduct of the Local Govern- 
ment Board upon this Amendment. 

Mr. CULLINAN: Then I will for- 


mally second the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“At the end of the (Question, to add the 
words—‘ Provided also that not less than six 
nights shall be allocated for the discussion of 
Irish Estimates.’ ”—(Sir Thomas Esmond.) 


Question proposed, * That those words 
be there added.” 


Mr. DILLON: I beg to enter my 
protest against the practice of the Govern- 
ment, for it is without parallel in the 
House of Commons to introduce an im- 
portant Sessional Order at the tail end of 
a long sitting of the House. I have never 
known a Sessional Order or a complicated 
Standing Order dealing with the pro- 
cedure of the House which was not put 
down at the beginning of the sitting 
under circumstances which would give 
hon. Members of the House a fair oppor- 
tunity of discussing it. On the present 

H 


Sir Thomas Esmonde. 
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| occasion the House of Commons has been 


treated in the most contemptuous 
manner, for the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury has not only selected a time which 
renders it impossible to give it fair and 
reasonable consideration, but he intro- 
duced it sub silentio. Whatever his 
motive may have been, I notice that the 
right hon. Gentleman has abandoned the 
project of carrying this Order without an 
explanation, for he gave us to-day a long 
explanation, during which he was fre- 
quently interrupted by the Whip of his 
party. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: He never said 


a word about it. 


Mr. DILLON : We have always taken 
a very considerable interest in the 
working of this rule, and I thought we 
were entitled to lay before the House 
the result of our observations. This 
Amendment proposes to safeguard the 
rights of Irish Members by securing that 
a minimum number of six days shall be 
given to Irish Supply. I am anxious, 
like other hon. Members who have 
already spoken on these benches, not to 
place any barrier in the way of the dis- 
cussion of the Miners Bill, but I shall be 
exceedingly brief. | wish to enter my 
protest against the rather sharp practice 
of the First Lord of the Treasury in 
depriving us of our right to discuss his 


' proposal fully and reasonably. Under the 


present rule, what is the position of Irish 
Supply ? With the rule as it stands, the 
Minister can give exactly as much time to 
Irish Supply as he thinks fit. He may 
give four days, as he did when this rule 
was introduced, and he may reduce it 
to three days, as he did in subsequent 
years. He may reduce it to two days or 
to one day, or to no days at all, and we 
have absolutely no remedy. Is that a 
fair position in which to place any section 
of the Members of this House? This is 
not a question of Irish Members only, for 
the same discretion applies to every other 
| subject in Supply, and this rule will allow 
i the Minister to become an absolute despot. 
No Minister ought to have the power to 
do such a thing, and under this rule a 
Minister can absolutely abolish discussion 
upon any branch or section of Supply 
which he thinks is troublesome, or which 
he chooses to decide itis not in the public 
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interest to discuss. We heard the other 
day in the House of Commons with some 
amazement a Secretary of State deli- 
herately state to the House of Commons 
as a reason for depriving Members of this 
House of one of their most cherished 
privileges that foreign Ambassadors 
strongly approved of this action. Is 
there a Member in this House who does 
not know pertectly well that all foreign 
Ambassadors would strongly approve of 
the abolition of discussion on all foreign 
matters ? Is there a single hon. Member 
who does not know that Irish officials 
would strongly approve of a similar 
course being taken! We were told by 
the present Secretary of State for War— 
and he used it as an argument in favour 
and in justification of the abolition of our 
right to ask supplementary questions— 
that foreign Ambassadors thought it a 
good innovation. We shall be having 
the Chief Secretary for Ireland standing 
up in this House and saying, “I have 
consulted all the Irish officials, and they 
agree with me that the reduction of the 
number of days for discussing Irish 
Supply has very much facilitated the 
working of the machinery for governing 
Ireland.” Why. the only thorn in the 
bed of roses upon which Irish officials lie 
is that they suffer from criticism in this 
House, and the less criticism there is here 
the more the Dublin officials are pleased. 
What [ contend is, that no matter how 
good the intentions of the First Lord of 
the Treasury and the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland may be. once you place in the 
power of Ministers the right to curtail 
and finally do away with the discussion 
of Irish Estimates, the pressure from 
behind of the permanent officials in 
Dublin will drive the Ministers inch by 
inch until we shall probably be reduced 
to one day only upon which to discuss 
the whole of the Irish Estimates. In the 
discussion which has already taken place 
we have had various proposals put for- 
ward. Several hon. Members have said 
that this rule gives too much power to 
the Executive Government, and they pro- 
pose that in each session so many days 
should be allotted to each branch of 
Supply. I remember the First Lord of 
the Treasury himself in a previous session 
said he would have no objection to this 
course being taken. If you ask the 
House to measure out the time of the 
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session to each Department of Supply 
without any elasticity, I am afraid the 
discussion of certain matters will suffer 
in consequence. What happened in the 
last session? Owing to the hard and 
fast rule which is in operation, when 
we got nearly to the end of the session 
it was found impossible for the Govern- 
ment themselves to give a day to the 
discussion of the Colonial Office Vote, and 
we spent a considerable amount of time 
discussing by what trick or dodge such a 
discussion could be allowed. The Govern- 
ment executed a flank movement with 
this rule, and they took a Wednesday. 
They set down some bogus Bill in front 
of Supply, and it was only by that device 
that we were able to get a discussion upon. 
the Colonial Office at all. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is discussing the general 
working of the rule. I would remind 
him that the question before the House 
is that not less than six nights shall be 
allocated for the discussion of Irish 
Estimates. 


House (Supply). 


Mr. DILLON : I was trying to defend 
my position, inasmuch as this Amend- 
ment proposes to do what I opposed as a 
general principle on the main question, 
namely, to measure out a certain number 
of days to Supply, which I believe to be a 
bad thing. It was only for the purpose 
of illustrating that point that I alluded 
to the general working of the rule. I 
have only this to say in conclusion, for I 
really desire to be as brief as I possibly 
can—the First Lord of the Treasury 
to-day has laid down a principle which 
is enough to make the old economists of 
this House turn in their graves, for he 
has stated that for the future the Com- 
mittee of Supply of this House has 
nothing to do with checking the ex- 
penditure of Ministers. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Member is mistaken. What I said was. 
that that is the practice of Parliament. 

Mr. DILLON: The practice of Par- 
liament ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, the 


accepted practice of Parliament. 


Mr. DILLON: If it is the accepted 
practice of Parliament, all I have to say 
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4s that it is one which may lead to the | 


most awful jobbery and waste of public 
funds, because once you proclaim that 
no criticism is to take place in Committee 
of Supply with regard to any expenditure 
or waste of money, then you open the 
flood-gates to every form of jobbery, and 
a more ruinous rule it would be im- 
possible to lay down. The right hon. 
Gentleman stated that no hon. Members 
in recent years ever moved a reduction 
of the Estimates with the honest desire 
of putting a stop to extravagance of any 
kind. That is not true so far as my own 
experience goes. I believe that in recent 
years, unhappily for the House of Com- 
mons, this practice of moving reductions 
+has fallen off, with the result that the 
whole country is now contemplating 
with alarm and consternation the fright- 
ful swelling of the taxation of the country. 
Fortunately for the taxpayers of this 
country, this practice has not entirely 
passed away, for if it was once admitted 
that this practice was a thing of the past, 
and the Committee of Supply was never 
to be used again to check public expen- 
diture, then | sav the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer would be a very unhappy 
man, and the taxpayers of this country 
would have to prepare for an absolutely 
intolerable burden of taxation. We 
spend most of the time in Committee 
of Supply in criticising the conduct of 
Irish Ministers, and we have endeavoured 
to use our opportunities in Committee 
ot Supply for criticising and condemning 
the scandalous waste of public money in 
Ireland, and we have tried to reduce 
some of the outrageous Irish Estimates. 
We desire to get fair treatment as regards 
the financial relations of thetwocountries, 
but we do not desire to see money spent 
in Ireland in a wasteful fashion. | 
desire to protest on behalf of the Irish 
Members—and I think there are many 
Radicals who would like to join in that 
protest—against this novel doctrine, 
which I have never heard before an- 
nounced from the Ministerial Front 
Bench. 


Mr. COGHILL $ (Stoke-upon-Trent) : 
It seems quite impossible for the right 
hon. Gentleman to pacify hon. Members 
opposite. I am sorry I shall not be able to 
vote for this Amendment; I intend to 
vote against it. I will, however, say that, 

Mr. Dillon. 


{COMMONS} 


House (Supply). 1342 


at all events, Members sitting on the 
Ministerial side of the House have a griev- 
ance with regard to an appointment which 
took place last year in connection with 
the Irish Agricultural Department.which 
is deeply resented by Members on the 
Ministerial benches; yet that matter 
could only be discussed on a Vote which 
was one of the Votes closured. That may 
be an argument that more time ought to 
be given for Supply. I think the first 
business of the House ought to be Supply, 
and we ought to spend more time on it. 
The First Lord of the Treasury seems to 
think that we ought to give nearly the 
whole of our time to legislation, especially 
Irish land legislation, which is as bad as 
it can be. The Order has one fatal 
defect. and that is the large number of 
divisions which take place on the last 
night of Supply. That alone is sufficient 
for me to take every opportunity of 
recording my vote against the rule. | 
confess that in the past I have voted both 
for the rule and against it. But after 
what took place last session, and after 
studying the working of the rule, I feel 
convinced that hon. Members do not 
get such a full opportunity of discussing 
Supply as they did at the time when | 
first entered the House in 1886, If 
nothing else can be said against the rule, 
the fact that we have to have the extra- 
ordinary proceeding of walking through 
the lobbies at the end of the session is 
sufficient justification for ending the 
rule. I do not think, however, that the 
Amendment is quite fair to England, 
and I must vote against it. 


Mr. O'SHEE (Watertord, W.): | 
desire to remind the House for a moment 
or two what the area is which we are 
expected to travel over in the six days we 
are asking for. ‘Take, for instance, the 
Irish Constabulary Vote. which is a 
very large sum. Then there is the law 
expenses. Now I think that either of 
these two Votes might reasonably be 
given a full day of the time of the House 
for their discussion. Then there is the 
Vote which has been mentioned by my 
hon. friend in regard to the new Agri- 
cultural Department. In regard to this 
there is a widespread idea that the 
money has not been properly spent, and, 
as this is a new and important matter for 
Irish Members, I think it might have 
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had devoted to it at least one day of the 
time of the House. With regard to edu- 
cation, I think the Irish Members ought 
at least to have a full day to discuss the 
different branches of education in Ireland. 
In the new programme of national 
education there is a very wide subject for 
discussion, in which vast changes have 
been introduced, and it is only reasonable 
that Irish Members should expect to 
get suitable opportunities for discussing 
this immense question. In regard to 
university education, upon which we 
have the sympathy of many hon. Mem- 
bers on the opposite side of the House, 
[ do not think it is unreasonable that 
we should ask for ample time to dis- 
cuss this subject in view of the strong 
view held in Ireland as to its great im- 
portance. Then there is the question 
of the Congested Districts, which the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland himself has 
admitted to be a pressing subject. We 
have had no promise in the King’s 
Speech in reference to this. There is 


also the conduct of the Local Govern- | 


ment Board in regard to their dealings 
with Irish local bodies, the question of 
the salaries of the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland and the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland, all of which are very important 
subjects. If you are proposing to devote 
the bulk of the time of this session to 
Army and Navy reform and to Supple- 
mentary Votes for the war, how can you 
expect Irish Members to be satisfied 
with six days only for the discussion of 
all those important subjects to which I 
have alluded? I think we ought to 
have at least sixteen days, and I enter 
my protest against the carrying of this 
resolution. I heartily support the Amend- 
ment of my hon. friend. 


Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef- 
field, Ecclesall): May I ask you, Mr. 
Speaker, if it is in order to move an 
Amendment to an Amendment ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Yes; that would be 


‘quite in order. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL : 


understand why the First Lord of the 
Treasury, with only twenty-three days 
allotted to Supply, is unable to give six 
of those days to Ireland; but I would 
suggest to my right hon. friend the | 
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| First Lord of the Treasury that a com- 
| promise might be made between six 
| days and three. J appeal to the Govern- 
| ment to look the facts fairly in the face. 
|I know that many hon. Gentlemen 
would be very glad to get rid of Irish 
| Supply and Irish affairs altogether, but 
| I do ask the House to bear in mind that 
|the Government undertake to govern 
Ireland, and that they must, having 
| undertaken that responsibility. face what 
‘it involves. It is quite impossible that 
| this question can be brushed aside as a 
| matter of no importance. This year has 
presented in Ireland elements for dis- 
cussion in Supply such as no previous 
/year has ever presented. The Local 
|Government Board Vote alone must 
'take a day. It is quite impossible to 
| discuss that question, with all the friction 
| which has arisen, and which could not 
well have been avoided. All that must 
/come up and be faced. Again, there is 
the administration of the Land Act. 
Nothing could well be worse ; and for the 
Government to say that that cannot be 
| discussed in the House of Commons is to 
abrogate their functions wholly and 
entirely. Then the Government have 
| brought a new system of national educa- 
tion into operation, and also a new 
system of intermediate education into 
operation, and there are at least a de zen 
| things to be discussed this year in a form 
in which we have never discussed them 
before. How can we go back to our con- 
stituents at the end of the session— 
those of us who do go at all—and say 
that when we asked for an additional day 
‘or days to discuss those subjects we 
were not given this opportunity, and 
were all closured in the House! | 
appeal to the Government to come to 
some reasonable arrangement, and give 
not six days—we cannot expect six days 
out of twenty-three—but to give us 
some reasonable, workable arrangement 
that will enable us to go back to Ireland 
and say to the people, *‘ We at all events 
have been able to perform our duty in 


} 
) 
| 


' this Unionist House of Commons.” 


Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: I beg 
leave to move an Amendment to the hon. 
Member’s Amendment on the Paper, 
which he may possibly see his way to 
accept, and if he does accept it he may 
get some support on this side of the 
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House—at all events he will get my sup- 
port. My proposal is that not less than 
five nights shall be allocated to Irish 
Estimates, and not less than three nights 
to Foreign Oftice Estimates. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
cannot add the last words relating to the 
Foreign Office, for his Amendment must 
be relevant to the Amendment before 
the House. 


Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : But 
the Amendment comes at the end of the 
new rules. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: An Amendment to 
an Amendment must be relevant to the 
Amendment itself. I do not say that the 
latter part cannot be moved afterwards. 


SIR E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: Then 
I will move the second part of my Amend- 
ment afterwards. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It has been 
stated that the Government have taken 
« course which has prevented this rule 
being discussed fully and reasonably. I 
do not know whether the House considers 
that it has been reasonably discussed, but 
[ am sure that the hon. Gentleman 
opposite has discussed it fully. He made 

very long speech on it to-day. He has 
risen on this occasion to discuss the 
wrongs of Ireland, and he says, among 
other things, that every Irish official 
would, of course, like to see the discussion 
on Irish Supply limited or even abolished. 
and that the result of that would be the 
smooth working of government in Ire- 
land. But that is not my experience. 
I think, from the point of view of the 
Irish Chief Secretary, and those whom he 
has got to defend, discussions in this 
House are a most valuable antidote to the 
mendacious calumnies which are so con- 
stantly spread in Ireland against the 
Irish officials, and certainly it is not on 
their behalf that I wish to see the dis- 
cussion of Irish Estimates curtailed. Let 
us consider this argument more closely. 
The hon. Member says it rests with the 
First Lord of the Treasury not only to 
determine what Department of Supply 
shall be discussed, but also to determine 
the amount of time that shall be allocated 
to it, and he says that it rests with the 

Sir EB. Ashmead-Bartlett, 
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| First Lord of the Treasury to decide this, 


and that it is also within our power to 


| squeeze out any particular subject of 


Supply and prevent it being discussed in 
this House. That was, shortly, the argu- 
ment of the hon. Member, although he 
was good enough to say that the present 
occupants of the Front Bench might not 
be prepared to take so violent a course. 
I desire to have the fullest discussion of 
Irish or any other affairs, and | 
believe the danger alluded to is perfectly 
illusory. During the five yearsin which 
this rule has been in operation I have 
done my best to consult the wishes of the 
House as to the allocation of the twenty- 
three days. Any lead given by the right 
hon. Gentleman or any of his colleagues 
on the Front Opposition Bench is im- 
mediately followed by the Government. 


‘and any expression of opinion from any 


‘ 


large section of the House has always 
received the fullest consideration from 
the Government. If the House thinks 
that any danger exists it could be avoided 
by having a Committee, not to settle at 
the beginning of the session how the 
twenty-three days should be allocated, 
but a Committee which week by week 
would exercise discretion in this matter. 
That Committee. as I myself once sug- 
gested, might have upon it, contrary to 
the ordinary practice ot this House, a 
majority of the Opposition, so that they 
might be sure of obtainingthe opportunity 
they desired of criticising the Government. 
I myself suggested that plan—not in any 
formal shape—and it is a plan which 
would relieve me of a most onerous and 
laborious task, which brings me many 
kicks and no halfpence. 1 do not think. 
however, that the proposal has ever met 
with any favour in any part of the House. 
and I therefore do not think it desirable 
to press it further. The hon. Gentleman 
complained to-day that during the last 
two or three sessions only three days 
have been occupied with Irish Supply. 
It has always been left to the Irish Mem- 
bers themselves to determine the order 
of Irish Supply to be followed. It is per- 
fectly true that the time at their disposal 
is not unlimited, but so far as the alloca- 
tion of the time is concerned they have 
absolute discretion. I hope they will not 
think I am saying anything in the least 
offensive when I say, judging the matter 
with all the impartiality I can command, 
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that if they were really to economise that 
time, compress their remarks, and select 
their ablest representatives to put their 
views forward, they could in these three 
days have perfectly adequate discussion 
vear after year. In addition they have 
opportunities which they feel compelled 
to take in moving the adjournment of the 
House, and also on the debates in reply to 
the King’s Speech—opportunities which 
they have always availed themselves of, 
and which they have a perfect right to 
avail themselves of. I myself think that 
the three days is an adequate amount, 
hut four days have at times been given to 
{rish Supply, and nothing makes it im- 
possible that four days should in the 
future, if necessary, be also given to the 
vame subject. Weare not now discussing 
the adequacy of the twenty-three days. 
We are discussing the propriety of fixing 
the time as between different subjects by 
the terms of our Sessional Order. I do not 
agree with my hon. friend below the 
gangway in the Amendment he fore- 
shadowed, but I agree with him that if 
we fix the time to be given to Irish 
Supply we must also fix the time to be 
given to other classes of Supply—the 
Foreign Office, the Colonial Office, and 
the other great Departments of the 
State. In that case, as my hon. friend 
says, the life blood of this Order would be 
destroyed. Under these circumstances 
I would suggest to the House that we 
should come to a decision on the matter 
and allow hon. Members deeply interested 
in another question to proceed with its 
consideration. 


Business of the 
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Mr. H. J. WILSON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Holmfirth): I wish to move an 
Amendment to the Amendment. It is 
to substitute ‘‘ five’ for “six.” There 
is a feeling that six nights is toomuch, 
and that five nights would better meet 
the views of hon. Members. 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.) seconded 
the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed to the Amend- 
ment— 


“To leave out ‘six,’ in order to insert 


‘five.’ (Mr. H. J. Wiison.) 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : I have nothing 
to say in disagreement with this sugges- 
tion. 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Glasgow, 
Camlachie) : I hope my right hon. friend 
will have regard tothe weighty argument 
he has just addressed —— 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : My hon. friend 
misunderstands me. I have only accepted 
five ’ in order to vote against it. 


Amendment to the Amendment put 
and agreed to. 


Question put, “ That the words ‘ Pro- 
vided also that not less than five nights 
shall be allocated for the discussion of 
Irish Estimates ’ be there added.” 


The 
Noes, 213. 


House divided :—Ayes, 141; 
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Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. 
Rolleston Sir John F. L, 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. E.J. | 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith,A bel H, (Hertford, East) 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Edward J.(Somerset) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
oe Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone. Sir Benjamin 
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Tennant, Harold John 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 
Tufnell, Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC. E. H. (Sh’f'ld 
Walke:, Col. William Hall 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, Jn. Cathcart (Orkney 
W elby,L t-Col. A.C. E.(Tauntn: 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u-Lyne 
Williams,RtHaJ Powell-(Bi’m: 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A.Stanley(York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 


| W ilson, John (Glasgow) 


Wilson, J.W.(W: orcestersh. N.) 
Wilson- Todd, Wm.H. (Yorks, 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn.E.R.(Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B.Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 








Plummer, Walter R. Stroyan, John Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Pretyman, Ernest George Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier Sir William Walrond and 
Purvis, Robert | Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) Mr. Anstruther. 


Main Question again proposed. 
L fon] 


Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : | 
must confess I have been converted by 
the argument of my right hon. friend 
the Leader of the House, in which he 
said it would not do to allocate days to 
one portion of the Estimates and not to 
all. Although I am greatly in favour of 
the appointment of some Committee to 
meet occasionally to consider the alloca- 
tion of the Estimates, I do not propose 
to move the Amendment I mentioned 
a few minutes ago. I am quite aware 
the House is anxious to get to the dis- 
cussion of another subject, and I do not 
propose to detain it, but I sincerely hope 
that the Government will allocate more 
time to the Foreign Office Estimates 
this session than they did in recent 


sessions. I do not agree with my right 
hon. friend the Leader of the House 


that full time has always been given 
to the Foreign Office Estimates. I think 
very important questions such as the 
question of China have been put on one 
side, if not burked. They demand 
greater attention, and I hope my appeal 
will not fall on deaf ears, 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
Although the House is already aware, 
from the views which have been expressed 
by hon. Members on these benches, that 
we have not had sufficient notice or 


opportunity for the discussion of. this 
motion, we are exceedingly anxious not 
to stand in the way of the discussion of 
the Bill which is coming on, and we are: 
therefore not disposed to continue the 
discussion. We feel that the right hon. 
Gentleman the Leader of the House has,. 
to some extent, succeeded in the object 
he had in view yesterday, which was to 
bring pressure to bear on us to curtail the 
discussion on this motion for fear it might 
be said we were standing in the way of 
the Mines Bill. Notwithstanding that, 
I hope my hon. friends will now allow a 
division to be taken on the main question. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : I must inform 
the hon. Gentleman that there is no sort 
of ground for his allegation, and that the 
motive he imputes to me has no founda- 
tion. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I will. 
not attempt to argue the question, and, 
of course, if he says he had no such 
motive I accept, as 1 am bound to accept,,. 
the statement of the right hen. Gentle- 
man. But the evidence on which I made 
my accusation is before the House, and 
it can judge for itself. I hope my hon. 
friends will now allow a division to be 
taken on the main question, and that an 
opportunity—although, no doubt, not 
the full opportunity they ought to have 
had —will be given to hon. Members te> 
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bring under the consideration of the 
House an important question affecting , 
many hundreds of thousands of the | 
working classes of this country. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allso p, Hon. George 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 
Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander | 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour,Rt. Hn. A.J.(Maneh’r. | 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W (Leeds 
Balfour,Maj.KR(Christchureh 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry,SirFrancis T.(Windsor) 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.( Bristol 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bowles,Capt. H. F.( Middlesex) 
Bowles,T.Gibson( King’sLynn) 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh. 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh.) | 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J.(Birm. ) 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore. | 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hn. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Colston, Chas. Edw.H.Athole | 
Colville, John 

Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crombie, John William 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
‘Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. | 
Dewar, TR(T’rHmlets,St.Geo. | 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 


Business of the 


| Doughty, George 


E 
| Elliot, Hon. A. RalphDouglas 
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AYES. 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxford, SirWilliamTheodore | 


| Dunean, James H. 
| Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 


Edwards, Frank 
tgerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 


Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 


| Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 


Fenwick, Charles 


| Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
| Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 


Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, HonEdward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 


| Fletcher, Sir Henry 

| Flower, Ernest 

| Gladstone,Rt. HnHerbertJohn 
| Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 
| Gordon, Hn.J.E(Elgin& Nairn) 


Gore, Hon. F. 8. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnEldon 
Goschen, Hon.GeorgeJoachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, WalfordD(Wednesbury | 
Greene, SirEW. B’rySEdm’nds 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG. (Mid’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Kbt. Wm. | 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’uth 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir A. D. 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 


| Helder, Augustus 


Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Holland, William Henry 
Hope,J. F. (Shef’ld, Brightside 


| Horniman, Frederick John 

| Hoult, Joseph 

| Howard,CaptJ(Kent,Faversh. | 
| Howard, J.(Midd.,Tottenham | 
| Hudson, George Bickersteth 


Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H. 


| Kenyon,Hon. G.T. (Denbigh) | 
| Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) | 


House (Supply). 
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Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes.257 : Noes, 
(Division List No. 17). 


Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W .(Salop. 
Kitson, Sir James 


| Knowles, Lees 


Lambton, Hon. Frederick W. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 
Lee,CaptAH (Hants, Fareham 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


| Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 


Leng, Sir John 
Leveson-Gower, Fred. N.S. 
Long, Col. Chas. W.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, 8. 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lueas, ReginaldJ. (Portsm’uth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Calmont,ColH. L. B.(Cambs 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim,E.) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Iver, Sir L.( Edinburgh, W. ) 
M‘Killop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Maxwell, W..J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milton, Viscount 

Mitchell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 


| Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 


More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn.}’.(Monmouthsh. ) 
Morley, Rt. Hn. J. (Montrose) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hn. Martin Henry I’. 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Peel, Hon. Wm. Robert W. 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pilkington, Richard 

Pirie, Duncan V. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rea, Russell 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Reid,SirR. Threshie( Dumfries 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
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Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Ridley, Hn. M.W. (Stalybridge | 
Ridley, S. Forde(BethnalGreen | 
Ritchie,Rt.Hn.Chas Thomson | 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert | 
Russell, V. 

Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- | 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) | 
Saund erson, Rt. Hn.Col.Edw.J | 
Seely, Charles Hilton(Lincoln) | 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) | 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew | 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spear, John Ward 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen,CharlesP. (Gloue. Stroud 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, Jolin 

Caine, William Sproston 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cogan, Denis J. 

( ‘oghill, Douglas Harry 

( ‘ondon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, Jobn 

Donelan, Captain. A 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dutty, William J. 

Ellis, John Edward 

Farrell James Patrick 

F french, Peter 

Field, William 


Resolved, That, so soon as the Com- 
mittee of Supply has been appointed and 

istimates have been presented, the Busi- — Not 
ness of Supply shall (until it be disposed 
of) be the first Order of the Day on 
Friday, unless the House otherwise order 
on the Motion of a Minister of the Crown 
moved at the commencement of Public 
Business to be decided without Amend- 
and the provisions of 


ment or debate ; 


| Jacoby, James Alfred 
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Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) | | 
Stewart,SirMarkJ.M ‘Taggart | 
Stirling- Maxwell, Sir John M. | 
es James Henry 
tone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 


| Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


| Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier | 
T aylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thornton, Perey M. 


| Tollemache. Henry James 


Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tufnell, Col. Edward 

Ure, Alexander 

Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,ColSirC EH(Sheffield ) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wallace, Robert 


NOES. 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 

rh aaa James CLristopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 

Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hutton, Alfrea E. (Morley) 


Joicey, Sir James 

Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘F adden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J 

Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, J 

Nannetti. Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan,Col. John P(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. — William 
O’Brien, James F. (Cork) 
” Brien, KamtalFippes ry Mid | 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
(’ Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 


to Friday. 


VOL. LXXXIX, [FourTH SErtes.] 3F 


more than twenty 
days before the 5th of August, on which 
the Speaker leaves the Chair for the 
Committee of Supply without Question 
put, counting from the first day on which 
the Speaker so left the Chair under 
Standing Order No. 56, shall be allotted 
for the consideration of the Annual Esti- 
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Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 
Wason,JvhnCatheart(Orkney 
| Welby,Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton) 
Whiteley, H(Ashtonund. Lyne 
Williams, Rt. HnJ Powell-( Bir. 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

W ilson, A.Staaley(York, E.R. 
W ilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 

Ww ilson, J. W. (Worcester. N.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm.H.( Yorks. } 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


House (Supply). 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr, Anstruther. 


O’Doherty, William 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N 

O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N 
Malley, William 


' O'Mara, James 


O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 


| Power, Patrick Joseph 


Reddy, M. 

Redmond,JohnE. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Shipman, Dr. John 


| Soares. Ernest J. 


Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas,J A(GlamorganGower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 


| White, Patrick (Meath, Nerth) 


W hitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, Jobn (Durham, Mid.) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


| Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Sir 
Thomas Esmonde and Mr. 
Henry J. Wilson. 


Standing Order No, 56 shall be extended 


days, being 
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mates for the Army, Navy, and Civil 
Services, including Votes on Account, 
the Business of Supply standing first 
Order on every such day. 

Provided always, that on Motion,made 
after Notice by a Minister of the Crown 
to be decided without Amendment or | 
Debate, additional time, not exceeding 
three days, may be allotted for the 
Business of Supply, either before or after 
the 5th of August. 

On the last but one of the allotted 
days, at Ten o'clock p.m., the Chairman 
shall proceed to put forthwith every 
Question necessary to dispose of the out- 
standing Votes in Committee of Supply ; 
and on the last, not being earlier than 
the twentieth of the allotted days, the 
Speaker shall, at Ten o'clock p.m., pro- 
ceed to put forthwith every Question 
necessary to complete the outstanding 
Reports of Supply. 

On the days appointed for concluding 
the Business of Supply, the considera- 
tion of such business shall not be antici- 
pated by a Motion of Adjournment under 
Standing Order No. 17; nor may any 
dilatory Motion be moved on such pro- 
ceedings ; nor shall they be interrupted 
under the provisions of any Standing 
Order relating to the Sittings of the 
House. 

Provided always that any Additional 
Estimate for any new service or matter, 
not included in the original Estimates for 
the year, shall be submitted for considera- 
tion in the Committee of Supply on any 
day not later than two days before the 
Committee is closed. 

Provided also that the days occupied 
by the consideration of Estimates sup- 
plementary to those of a previous Session, 
or of any Vote of Credit, or of Votes for 
Supplementary or Additional Estimates 
presented by the Government for War 
Expenditure, shall not be included in the 
computation of the twenty days. Pro- 
vided also that two Morning Sittings 
shall be deemed equivalent to one Three 
o'clock Sitting. 


Miners (Eight 


MINERS (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
(SECOND READING. ] 
Order for Second Reading read. 
*Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): 
1 desire at the outset to say that if, by the 
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chances of the procedure of this House, 
an opportunity is now afforded us of 


discussing this Bill, it is largely due to 


the kindness of Members on both sides 
who supported the protest I made yester- 
day, and to the opposition which has 
kept a debate that might very properly 
have occupied the whole of this after- 
noon within very narrow limits indeed. 
I have to acknowledge also the conces- 
sion made by the First Lord of the 
Treasury in taking from the Paper to- 
day two of the three Sessional Orders 
which it was intended to submit for the 
acceptance of the House. I am, there- 
fore, in the happy position of being able 
to give thanks all round. 

The Bill, of which I have the honour 
of moving the Second Reading, proposes 
to enact that a person shall not in any one 
day of twenty-four hours be employed 
underground in any mine for a period 
exceeding eight hours from the time of 
leaving the surface until the ascent 
hereto, except in the case of breakage of 
machinery or explosion from fire-damp 
or any accident involving the stoppage 
of the working of the mine. The pro- 
posal has the disadvantage of being a 
more than twice told tale.* It is not a 
new one to this Chamber, even if it be to 
the present House of Commons, and if 


there is difficulty in finding new argu- 


ments in favour of it, it is, happily, equally 
difficult to find new pretexts against it. 
Nevertheless I recognise that at the 
present time I have to deal with a certain 
attitude of the public mind as regards 
the price of coal—the high price which 
has ruled in the coal market for the past 
twelve months—and that attitude renders 
my task this afternoon a little more difti- 
cult than it would otherwise have been. 
One hon. Member has told me that the 
view of his constituents is, that so long 
as the price of coal is kept up at its present 
level it is absurd for miners to desire to 
have their hours of labour reduced. 
I have observed, too, in the press a 
suggestion that if I were to include in 
the Bill a clause preventing miners 
taking too long holidays, then my pro- 





* For the Debate on the Second Reading of 
this Bill in the year 1900, see The Parliamen- 
tary Debates, Fourth Series, Vol. 1xxix., page 
1303. The footnote references there given 
furnish the complete Parliamentary history of 
the movement. 
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posal would be received with more sym- 
pathy than it is likely to meet with now. 
I say, however, without fear of contradic- 
tion, that the high price of coal and the 
peculiar conditions of the coal market 
during the past twelve or eighteen 
months have not been in any respect 
whatever due to the hours of labour or 
the wages earned by the miners, 
and therefore [ think this debate can 
well proceed without prejudice from that 
point of view. Coal has been rendered 
somewhat scarce and very dear by a 
series of causes entirely outside the con- 
dition of things which would be set up 
by the operation of this Bill. In the 
first place there was a boom in the iron 
trade in this country, and coincident 
with it there was a partial failure of the 
coal supply abroad together with a greater 
demand for coal for export. There was 
also a panic among the public. The 
demand for coal for home use was concen- 
trated within a few weeks, and consumers 
jaid in large stocks in a hurry, with the 
result that prices went up rapidly. 
Indeed, I have not the slightest doubt 
that many Members of this House not 
only filled their coal-cellars to over- 
flowing, but also utilised part of the ac- 
commodation afforded by their wine- 
cellars, in order to secure a_ sufficient 
store of black diamonds. The panic 
was. not confined to the well-to-do. In 
the East End of London I have been told 
there were cases in which the very poor, 
who were not the fortunate possessors 
of coal-cellars, actually stocked the 
commodity under their beds, because they 
feared that in the winter time prices 
would reach such a pitch that they would 
be unable to buy. Mine-owners and 
coal merchants were naturally not slow 
to take advantage of this state of things, 
and they realised enormous profits. But 
{ want to make it clear at the outset 
that this panic and this congestion of 
the trade were not caused in any way 
by a restriction of the hours of labour of 
miners or by any increase of their wages. 
The men were, in fact, working practi- 
cally full time in that period. They were 
working eleven days in the fortnight, 
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and so far from their wages having | 


caused the increase in the price of coal, | 
think I am well within the mark when I 
say that for every shilling added to the 
selling price of coal per ton the mimer has 
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not received more than one farthing. If 
it is the desire of the public to bring the 
price of coal within reasonable limits 
they should do so not by refusing to pass 
this Bill, but by considering whether 
coal should not be treated in the same 
way as gas and water, and a limit put 
by law upon the profits earned in its 
production. 


It has been suggested that if this Bill 
becomes law the output of coal would be 
restricted, and that that would send up 
the price. But I have already pointed 
out that prices have gone up without the 
operation of an Eight Hours Bill, and I 
am now going to argue that the adoption 
of this measure would not cause any great 
increase in the cost of obtaining coal, and 
would not, for a long period at any rate, 
produce any restriction of the output. 
The temporary inflation of prices to 
which I have referred is already passing 
away, and I am told that, within the 
past fortnight, contracts for steam coal 
have been entered into at nine shillings 
per ton. The miners’ wages remain 
practically steady under the agreement 
maintained by the beneficient operation 
of the Conciliation Board, the principle 
underlying that agreement being that 
there shall be a living wage with an irre 
ducible minimum, that there shall be no 
unreasonable demand for a rise of wages 
above that minimum, and that there 
shall also be no unreasonable demand on 
the part of the employers to reduce them. 
I think it is for the general public to 
recognise that during the recent critical 
period not only have employers shown 
themselves reasonable in the matter of 
wages, but that the men, acting under 


‘the guidance of respectable and respon- 


sible leaders, have made no attempt to 
get an increase of wages contrary to the 
spirit of the agreement. I am told by 
my hon. friend the Member for Mansfield 
that it is agreed by mine-owners and 
mining agents and engineers that if 
the Eight Hours Bill is applied to the 
coal trade it will not add very much to the 
normal price of coal, and one estimate is 
that the increased charge for all purposes 
will not exceed sixpence per ton. 


*Sirk CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): It would not 
| amount to anything like that. 


3F 2 
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*Mr. YOXALL: That, I believe, is the 


case, but for the purpose of argument 
| have adopted an extreme limit, and I 
do ask the House to bear in mind how 
small will be the economic disturbance 
caused by the change embodied in this 
Bill. Then there is the question of 
the restriction of the output. There 
have been experiments—certainly not 
very many—in the direction of working 
mines on the eight hours a day principle, 
and they enable us to draw a conclusion 
as to the result. The hon. Member for 
the Rushcliffe Division tells me that he 
has for a considerable period experi- 
mented in his own coal mines in this di- 
rection, and he assures me that, although 
there may have been some slight reduc- 
tion in the output, he considers that on 
the whole the limitation to eight hours 
has worked advantageously, and that 
he has gained by the adoption of the 
eight-hour day. I should like the House 
to consider some further arguments on 
this point. The statement is that if 
you reduce the hours of labour you neces- 
sarily reduce the output. On the face 
of it that would seem to be a logical 
result, but I wish to point out that the 
restriction would be merely temporary, 
and by the play of economic forces and 
by intenser effort on the part of the 
miners the output would, after a short 
period, be brought back to what it was 
before the reduced hours came into force. 
Simultaneously there would be a reduc- 
tion in the price. There would be more 
pits opened for working, and pits now 
abandoned when partially exhausted 
would in the future be completely ex- 
hausted, in order to bring more coal 
on the market, so that within a short 
period the normal condition of things 
existing before the reduction of the hours 
ot labour would be regained. There- 
fore I am entitled to argue, with some 
show of reason, that the restriction of 
the individual output and the general 
output would be only temporary, that eut- 
put would very quickly get back to equi- 
librium, and to the normal condition of 
the trade, with this great advantage, that 
you would have reduced the hours of 
labour of a great class in the community 
from ten to eight, and that you would have 
produced a great humanitarian reform 
which would give satisfaction to myriads 
of highly respectable, industrious, hard 
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working artisans in this country. You 
would also take a long step along the 
road, on which of late steps have been 
rather infrequent, of factory and mining 
legislation generally, and set up another 
milestone on the path of progress towards 
comfort and human conditions surround- 
ing the work of all the people in this 
country. You would do this also at the 
cost of a temporary disturbance, which, 
financially, could not measure more than 
6d. per ton, and perhaps not more than 
ld. per ton—a disturbance which has 
existed again and again for the profits 
of mine owners and coal agents during 
the period to which I have referred. As 
to output, there is no fear of the supply 
of coal not being adequate to meet the 
demand for manufacturing and house- 
hold purposes, for I have endeavoured 
to show that a disturbance of general 
output would be compensated for by the 
greater number of pits and workings 
coming into play. 

It will not be contended, I suppose, 
that miners working under ten hours 
a day, at this date, do not get practically 
as much coal out of the mines as they 
did a hundred years ago, when they 
worked fifteen or sixteen hours a day. 
The intensity of the labour accounts for 
some of it, but there are other reasons— 
improved mechanical appliances, better 
winding, closer and more enlightened 
organisation, and railways; and it is 
from these means that equilibrium 
would be reached after a brief disturb- 
ance. This House, apart from the difti 
culties of rules of procedure, does consist 
of men who are earnestly desirous of 
taking every opportunity they can of 
producing for the labouring population 
of the country improvements and reforms 
in every possible way in the conditions 
of labour. Who are the men who make 
this request from the House? If one 
studies the condition 6f the country a 
little more than a century ago he will 
discover that the miners of that day 
were a discredited class, ignorant, ill- 
mannered, and rather brutal. These 
were the days before Factory Acts, Mining 
Regulation Acts, improved education, 
and higher wages, which purchase more 
in the market than of old time. 

But different conditions have begun 
to exist in the class whose claims [ am 
advocating this afternoon. 1 speak from 
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eight years personal knowledge of miners 
in the Nottingham district, and I venture 
to say that, all class prejudices and mis- 
understandings apart, the miners of 
to-day are as respectable and respect- 
worthy a class as you will find in the 
whole community. The miner is a 
taciturn man, who does not wear his 
heart upon his sleeve. 
thoughts and emotions ; but when you 
get below the surface you find a hard- 
headed, shrewd, frugal, industrious, 
respectable man, who deserves the con- 
sideration of this House. He is not a 
casual day-labourer, but a skilled artisan, 
who must serve, after his boyhood, a two 
years apprenticeship; and when men 
of that stamp come before this House to 
the number of 500,000, and express 
a wish for the passing of this Bill, 
I submit that the House will do well to 
give that wish every consideration. 
Think what work they have to perform ! 
Their labour is in the bowels of the earth. 
They know the upward rush of the 


Miners (Eight 


earth, as they descend into the pit. | 


They know the damp and the wet, the 
extremes of temperature, the risks of an 
inrush of water, the dangers of fire-damp 
and of falling rock. These are not the 
conditions in which we would like to 
iabour ; but they are conditions which 
bring about a great number of accidents 
every year. It has been estimated that 
100,000 casualties oecur every year 
underground in coal mines. The greater 
part of these are slight ; but 850 men 
are killed and 3,650 are seriously injured. 
I am told that the percentage of killed | 
to wounded in a battle is ten, but it is 
much higher in coal mining. If the 
membership of this House was so danger- 
ous an occupation that every fifteen 
months a Member was killed by accident, 
that forty-two were seriously and ninety 
slightly injured every twelve months by 
the fall of Blue-books or the explosion of 
oratorical gas, we should rapidly adopt for 
ourselves an eight-hours day. Boys 
under sixteen and over thirteen years of 
age can be compelled by law to work in 
the mines fifty-four hours per week. Of 
700,000 persons employed in coal mines 
there are 45,000 under sixteen years of 
age ; and my Bill applies to them as well 
as to the adults. When you consider the 
death-roll, the mutilations, and the 


maiming of the persons employed in | 
\ 
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mines, the House will not wonder that 
the miners, through their great orga- 
nisations, come to this House and ask for 
the passing of this Bill. 

I submit, in spite of the contradictions 
made before, and which will probably be 
made again, that something like five- 
sixths of the miners outside North- 
umberland and Durham ask for this 
Bill, and that a large proportion 
of the miners inside Northumber- 
land and Durham would see the 
passing of this Bill with pleasure. | 
acknowledge with sorrow that a dis- 
cordant note comes from Northumber- 
land and Durham, and that that is the 
weak point in the prospects of this Bill 
passing. The hon. Member for Morpeth 
last year stated to the House that com- 
paratively few of the men in Durham, 
and also I think in Northumberland, 
worked more than eight hours per 
day, that some of the boys only 
worked eight hours per day, and 
that the coal-hewers and other classes 
of adult labour worked less than 
eight hours per day. If that be so, these 
miners have secured what I propose by 
this Bill to apply to all the boys and 
adults throughout the country. I hope 
the House will not be led away by the 
plausible statement that the men are not 
united on this point into condemning 
the whole Bill. An hon. Member oppo- 
site stated on the last occasion that on a 
poll ninety per cent. of the miners voted in 
favour of the Bill. A poll was taken of 
the Durham miners, when 28,000 voted 
against eight hours, but 12,000 voted in 
favour, and 20,000 did not vote at all. 
Therefore I think I have some reason and 
justice for submitting to the House that 
there is not inside the area of North- 
umberland and Durham an unanimous 
opposition to the Bill. A cry has come 
year after year from the miners through- 
out the country for the passing of this 
Bill. It began in 1886, and attained its 
first expression in this House in 1892, 
when the Second Reading was lost by 112 
votes. In 1893 the Second Readin, 
was carried by seventy-eight votes, and 
in 1894 by eighty-seven votes. It came 
before the House again in 1897, when 
the Second Reading was lost by forty-one 
votes, and last year by twenty-four 


votes only. 
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I hope that in this first session of a new 
Parliament the Second Reading will be 
carried by a number which will show 
that whatever the last Parliament may 
have said on the point, we are determined 
to do what we can to help forward the 
humanitarian movement which I advo- 
cate. Sometimes in this House we hear 
Black Rod knocking at the door, and the 
summons, which is that of the Crown, or 
of the deputies of the Crown, is listened 
to by us respectfully. These miners are 
knocking at the door of the House this 
afternoon. It is not a summons of the 
Crown or of the deputies of the Crown, 
but a summons of men banded together, 
knowing what they want—of men upon 
whose labour the very foundations of the 
prosperity of this country are built, and 
upon whose labour depends our comfort 
and our trade. We listen with respect 
to the summons of the man _ with 
the Black Rod; I ask the House to 
listen with respect to the knocking of 
men with black faces. What shall we 
answer ! Shall we tell them that they 
are strong enough to obtain their desire 
without the help of the Legislature, by 
means of strikes or agreements? That 
is the argument which is put forward, as 
a rule, on occasions like these. But is 
that an argument that ought to be put 
forward from a temple of legislation, 
from this House of Law, where all laws 
are made? Agreements are but tem- 
porary things. There have been agree- 
ments on this point, but they have 
broken down again and again. In one case 
in Wales the men were locked out nine 
weeks for demanding the fulfilment of an 
agreement for an eight-hours day. The 
trade unions of the country are turning 
more and more against strikes, and 
demand the regulation of these things, 
wherever possible, by law. I ask the 
House to intervene, and to remember that 
*n regard to almost every other point but 
this the working of coal pits is already 
regulated in the closest and most minute 
manner by law. I ask the House to 
apply law to the question of the maxi- 


mum hours to be spent in labour in the | 


coal mines. There are some Members in 
this House, coal-owners, who are opposed 
to the proposal, but there are others who 
are equally in favour of it. Other Mem- 


bers there are who have been miners, who 
support it, and others who oppose it. I, 
Mr. Youall. 
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appeal to the impartial sense of the 
House to settle the dispute. We are told 
that accidents will increase, and that 
mining is an exceptionally healthy oceu- 
pation ; but all that is special pleading. 
I beg the House to forget the weakness 
of the advocate in the strength of his 
cause, and to carry the Second Reading 
of this Bill which I now move. 


! 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
i That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


*Sir ALFRED HICKMAN (Wolver- 
hampton, W.): I congratulate the hon. 
Member on the courage which, in 
introducing this Bill, he has shown 
in facing what appears to me 
to be an impossible position. He has 
admitted, with great candour, that the 
| effect of the Bill would be to reduce 
the hours of labour by two hours a day. 
At present the miner works only six and 
a half to seven and a halt hours a day. 
That is to say, if you reduce the hours 
of labour by two, you reduce the time 
of work by something like 30 per cent. 
The statement that that will not 
reduce output seems to me to require 
no answer whatever. The hon. Mem- 
ber very courageously grappled with 
the point by suggesting that a man 
could do really as much work in eight 
hours as in ten. But at present miners 
are not working eight hours, but only 
six and a half or seven and a half, and to 
argue that to reduce these by two 
would not reduce the output is, I think, 
a monstrous proposition. The hon. 
Member said it would reduce the cost of 
getting the coal by, at most, 6d. per 
ton. Now, I have some knowledge of 
, the cost of getting coal—— 


Mr. YOXALL: I said the selling 


price of coal, not the getting it. 


*Sir ALFRED HICKMAN: I think 
the hon. Member is very much further 
astray in making that statement. He 
may make some calculation as to what 
is the cost of getting coal, but to calcu- 
late what would be added to the selling 
price is beyond the hon. Member's 
ingenuity. Let me deal with the ques- 
tion of cost. The best opinion | have 
been able to form or to obtain is that 
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the addition to the cost would be at 
the very least 2s., and in many cases 
as much as 3s. per ton. But the effect 
of diminishing the output would add 
enormously more than that to the 
selling price. The hon. Member attri- | 
buted the late advances in the price of 
coal to the fact that consumers had become 
alarmed and had filled their coal cellars ; 
it is obvious that reducing the output 
30 per cent. would add much more 
to the price than this. The output 
of coal would be reduced by from 
20 to.40 million tons a year, and | 
the effect of that would be not only to 
enable, but to compel coal-owners to | 
double or treble the price of coal. | 
[Laughter from the Opposition benches. } 
Hon. Members may laugh, but I assure | 
them I am _ perfectly serious in the) 
statement | am now making, and I have | 
been engaged in the coal trade from 
my youth upwards. 

[ must say I was surprised that this Bill 
should be brought forward this session, for 
we have just had an object lesson as to 
the effect of the high price of coal. But 
if this Bill passed, what we have seen | 
would be but a drop in the ocean as 
compared with what the effect would 
then be. There is not a Member in 
the House who has not felt in some 
form or another in his pocket the effect | 
of the recent additional price of coal. | 
Every man who holds shares in railway | 
or gas companies has had his dividends 
diminished, and if he employs labour 
he will find that his poor workmen | 
have had to pay 2s. or 3s. per week | 
more for their coals. The British Gov- | 
ernment are buying bridges from | 
America for Uganda, Egypt, South 
Africa, and Burma. We are buying 
American rails, and even coal is being | 
imported into this country from Aus- | 
tralia and America. Take one trade, | 
with which I am_ best acquainted, | 
the iron trade. The imports of pig | 
iron in January, 1901, were 85,000 tons | 
compared with 40,000 tons in the) 
same month of 1900. The increase | 

| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


of imports of puddled iron is no less than 
1,200 per cent., and of steel unwrought 
nearly 400 per cent. What is more 
serious is that while our imports have 
been increasing our exports have been 


diminishing. In January, 1901, the 


exports of pig iron were 177,000 tons | 
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compared with 528,000 tons in January, 
1900, a reduction of no less than 66 per 
cent.; while the exports of steel un- 
wrought were reduced 39 per cent. We 
have also seventy-four furnaces fewer 
at work, or a reduction of 20 per cent. 
I claim that the main cause—I would 
be scarcely exaggerating if I said the 
one cause—of all this has been the price 
of coal. Look, again, at how soon the 
price of coal begins to re-act on the 
workmen themselves. Only forty-six per 
cent. of the miners worked in the month 
of January this year for twenty days; 
whereas last year 68 per cent. worked 
twenty days. So that itis evident if this 
proposal of working two hours a day less 
were accepted and acted upon, retribu- 
tion would follow on the workmen with 
very quick steps. 

But look at the effect on the general 
community! Coal is as much a necessary 
of life in winter as food ; if women and 
poor children do not get warm in their 
houses they die as readily as if they were 
cut short of food. Intolerable suffering 
has been caused by the recent high 
price of coal, and many lives have been 
lost. Is the miner so oppressed, is 
he in such a bad position that the whole 
community must suffer, that all the 
manufacturing interests of the country 
are to be sacrificed or destroyed in 
order that people may be made to pay 
double or triple for a first necessary 
of life? The miner is so protected 
by the splendid organisation of his 
trade that on the very same day in 
which the newspapers announced a re- 
duction in the price of coal of 3s. per 
likewise announced 
an addition of 5 per cent. to the miners’ 
wages. What is the position of the coal 
hewers at the present time? Suppose 
they are working by the day—I speak 
of my own district—they earn 5s. 8d., 
to which must be added 4d. for the coal 
supplied free, or 6s. a day in all. But 
if they work by piecework they earn 
from 6s. to 10s. a day. 


Mr. PICKARD (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Normanton): They do not earn that 


wage. 


*Sir ALFRED HICKMAN: They earn 
on piecework from 6s. to 10s. a day 
of six and a half hours in the Warwick- 
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shire district. I can only give what 


happens in my own colliery with my, 


own workmen, and I challenge any 
hon. Member to deny the truth and 
accuracy of the statement I have made. 


*Mr. KEIR HARDIE(Merthyr Tydvil): 


How many hours winding ? 
*Stir ALFRED HICKMAN: Nine. 


Mr. PICKARD: Was it in the month 


ot January ? 


*sik ALFRED HICKMAN: The figures 
[ have quoted have all been for the 
month of January. I have had a care- 
ful examination made of my accounts, 
and I find that on an average the indi- 
vidual miner works only four and a half 
days a week—although some work five 
and a half or six days. That is to say, 
the average miner works twenty-nine 
and a quarter hours per week. Is that 
so big a hardship that the Legislature 
should interfere and compel those 
miners to work fewer hours, who are 
willing to work more ? The hon. Member 
who moved this Bill said that, owing to 
improved mechanical appliances and the 
greater skill and industry of the British 
miner, there had been a larger production 
of coal of late years than had ever been 
made before. I can give the hon. Mem- 
ber some figures on the point. In Great 
Britain in 1883 the average production per 
miner was 347 tons; in 1890 it dropped 
to 308 tons, and in 1897 it was still 
further reduced to 297 tons. That is to 
say, there had been a reduction in the 
average production per miner of about 20 
per cent., instead of an increase, with im- 
proved mechanical appliances. That is 
not the worst of the case. If all the 
miners throughout the world were in the 
same condition, we might be able to hold 
our own. But while we are diminishing 
the output, miners elsewhere are increas- 
ing it. In the United States the produc- 
tion per miner was 443 tons in 1890 anc 
450 tons in 1897; that is to say, the 
American miner gets 50 per cent. more 
coal than the British miner. 


Mr. PICKARD: What part of the 
United States ? 
*Sir ALFRED HICKMAN: I am 
taking the United States as a whole. 
Sir Alfred Hickman, 
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*Mr. KEIR HARDIE: 


machines. 


They use 
| 


‘*Str ALFRED HICKMAN: I beg the 
hon. Member’s pardon ; I will deal with 
that point presently. I say that the 
production of the United States miner 
is no less than 50 per cent. more 
than that of the miner in the United 
Kingdom. That is not because the 
miner there is more skilful than the 
miner here. but because he works 
more: instead of working six and 
a half hours, he works ten hours. The 
consequence is that in the United States 
coal is less than half the price that it is in 
this country. I must admit that there is 
a natural sympathy with a man who 
works underground—a sympathy which 
I fully share. He is exposed to very 
difficult conditions, and the labour which 
he has to undergo is very arduous. But 
I was so struck with the smaller cost 
of American coal that I sent out to 
America to inquire what was the reason 
for the difference, and I was told that 
the principal reason was that the Ameri- 
can miner used mechanical appliances for 
coal-getting. I accordingly sent for these 
machines and introduced them into my 
pits; but I am sorry to say they were a 
complete failure. Every other day they 
would keep breaking down ; something 
happened and they would not work. 
But I put to each machine an under- 
manager, and while the under-manager 
was with the machine. watching it, it 
was a complete and perfect success, and 
the output where the machine worked 
was doubled, and the men earned 
more money and had less hard work. 
I am sorry to say, however, that the 
moment the supervision of the under- 
manager was withdrawn the machines 
broke down again; and as I could 
not keep under-managers for all the 
machines, I was obliged to part with them. 
Now, it was said that a very large propor: 
tion of the miners—90 per cent., | think 
—are in favour of the Bill; but the hon. 
Member who quoted the figures did not 
explain how the percentage was arrived 
at. Meetings are called at the pit-head 
to discuss the question, and I am told 
that those who are in favour of the eight- 
hour day attend the meeting and vote 
for it, and that those who are not in 
It is a fact that 
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in my own district not more than 10 per| I venture to say that some of the most 


cent. of the miners attended these meet- | 
nally working miners themselves, would 


ings, and of course it is very easy to arrive 
at unanimity when that is the case. 

Well, we must come to the conclusion, 
beyond any possibility of doubt, that the 


effect of this Bill would enormously re- | 


duce the output of coal. Some authori- 
ties put it at as much as forty million 
tons ; but supposing it were only twenty 
or thirty million tons per annum, the 
effect would be to run up the price to 
famine rate. First of all there would be 
a great rise in the price of coal, and the 
masters would gain much more than the 
miners. But when the manufactures of 
this country had been destroyed by the 
effect of high prices of coal, the whole 
thing would come tumbling down and 
we should have ruin all round. The 
hon. Gentleman spoke very feelingly 
about the dangers to which miners are 
exposed, and this is the very greatest and 
the strongest objection I have to this 
Bill—it would lead to an increase of 
accidents. We all know that the miner’s 
life is placed in a very precarious position 
unless the props, ete. are carefully 
watched. But if he is working at high 
pressure, if he has got to do in five and a 
half hours what he ought to take six and 
i half hours to complete, then the pro- 
portion of accidents would be enormously 
increased. I have endeavoured to con- 
dense my observations on this Bill as 
much as possible, although there is a 
vreat deal more to be said about it. I 
think, as this is a new Parliament, there 
ought to be a very full discussion upon it, 
and I trust that there will be no attempt 
to burke that full discussion. 

The Bill introduces a new principle, 
that of regulating the hours of labour of 
adult miners. The hon. Gentleman who 


proposed the Bill said that everything in | 


iu pit was regulated. Yes, there are a 
great many regulations, but all these are 
framed with the idea of preserving life 
and limb, not of limiting the adult labour 
of men who are in the full possession of 
their faculties. I have never heard of 
anyone being compelled to work in a 
pit, unless it might be a boy who was con- 
strained to do so by his father. The 


effect of this Bill would be to prevent 
an industrious man, anxious to better 
his position in life, from deriving the full 
benefit of the fruits of his industry ; and 


respected coalmasters, who were origi- 


not have attained their present position 
if this Bill had been law. The effect ot 
the Bill would be to reduce all to a dead 
level, and to prevent any man working 
more than six hours a day. Moreover. 
it is a Bill which would upset all the rela- 


tions between the employers and em- 


ployed. I believe it would be disastrous. 
first of all to the manufacturers of this 
country. second to the workmen, and 
last of all to the employers. 

I beg to move that the Bill be read i 
second time this day six months. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day six months.’”—(Sir Alfred Hick- 
man.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now ’ stand part of the Question.” 
*Mr. FENWICK = (Northumberland. 
Wansbeck): I regret that, as this 
is a new Parliament, the time at our 
disposal is so short for fully debating 
the merits of this question, or at least ot 
debating it in such a way as to justify us 
in taking a division on the Second Read- 
ing of the Bill. I must say that, so far ax 
the mover of the Bill was concerned, none 
of us who are opposed to this measure, 
and will have to vote against it if we 
go to a division, can complain, in the 
slightest degree, either of the language 
or of the spirit of the speech in which my 
hon. friend moved the Second Readihg. 
And that at all events is an improve- 
ment upon what has happened in past 
Parliaments when this Bill has come up 
for discussion in the House. My hon. 
friend the Member for West Nottingham 
has said. and said very truly, that this 
measure is by no means new to the House 
of Commons. This is the sixth time during 
the last nine years that the Bill has been 
brought before the House, and all those 
who have been so long in the House are 
no doubt familiar with the arguments 


‘for and against, and, as my hon. friend 
fon] e 


truly said, looking at the number of times 
this Bill has been before the House, it is 
difficult to find new arguments either in 
its support or its opposition ; but as this 
is a new Parliament, it is only fair that 
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we should state the ground upon which 
the question was first of all advocated 
by the Miners’ Federation and those who 
are outside the scope of the Federation. 
My hon. friend has said it is not the 
object of this measure to limit the output 
of coal; but that was really the object 
with which the agitation in favour of 
this measure was originally begun. 
That agitation commenced in 1887, but 
it only arrived at an acute stage in 1888, 
and at the Bradford Trades Union Con- 
gress, when this question was debated, in 
a speech delivered by Mr. Samuel Woods, 
it was distinctly stated among other 
matters that it was to restrict the output 
of coal, which was about 20,000,000 
tons per annum more than necessary. 
That was the distinct object with which 
the agitation was begun, but when it 
was found that the British consumer 
would have something to say in respect 
to any limitation of the output, then the 
promoters of the Bill took up another 
line of defence, as their second line of 
defence, and said that if the hours of 
labour were reduced employment would 
be found fora greater number. But the 
weakness of that line was at once pointed 
out, which was that if it was intended to 
keep up the limit of output of coal by 
the increased intensity of labour during 
shorter hours. how were you going 
to find room for more labour? 
Then when they find their _posi- 
tion on these lines untenable, the 
promoters of this measure take up 
the third line of defence, that this Bill is 
caleulated to increase the safety of the 
miners. If they convince me that this 
Bill conduces to the safety of the miners 
they have gone a great way towards 
disarming my opposition and the opposi- 
tion of those whom I represent in this 
House. They intend to keep up the 
production of coal by increasing the 
intensity of labour, but is the rush 
and hurry which will thus be created 
not calculated to increase the risk of the 
miner rather than diminish the risk 
which he at present has to contend with ? 
The increased intensity of labour is the 
very thing which causes in a number of 
cases the accidents which unfortunately 
arise from time to time. 


Miners (Eight 


Now. my hon. friend touched on the 
question of increased cost, if this Bill 
were to become law, and he treated . 


Mr. Fenwick. 
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that aspect of the question with a light 
heart ; he practically disposed of it with a 
wave of the hand as being a matter of 
such small importance that it was not 
for a moment to occupy the attention of 
the House of Commons; but I think I 
shall show before I have finished that, 
so far as we are concerned in Northum- 
berland, this question of increased ex- 
pense is of great importance. It is not 
only calculated todisorganiseour industry, 
but to injure the men employed in that 
industry. The hon. Member referred to 
a statement made to him by the 
hon. Member for the Mansfield 
Division of Nottingham, who speaks 
with great authority upon this subject, 
and upon his authority alleges |that 
this Bill would only increase the price of 
coal about sixpence a ton, and in answer 
to the hon. Member for West Wolver- 
hampton he said it would not 
affect the cost of getting the coal, but 
the price of coal to the consumer ; 
but if the cost of production be increased 
by only half that sum it would do much 
to drive us out of the market in which 
we have for generations been accus- 
tomed to trade. During the debate upon 
the Workmen's Compensation Act | 
stated that we in Northumberland had 
lost a contract with Russia that we had 
been in the habit of fulfilling for years 
and years on a margin of threepence a 
ton. Let hon. Gentlemen bear in mind 
that Russia was the chief foreign market 
for Northumberland, and threepence a 
ton increase would be a very large in- 
crease so far as we are concerned. 
Excellent as was my hon. friend’s speech, 
it did not carry us any further forward. 
He treated this subject altogether from 
an academic point of view, and gave no 
practical suggestion to get us out of the 
difficulty that confronts us. 

The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Forest of Dean told the House last 
year, when this question was before 
us, that this was not an academic 
but a practical question of how we were 
to regulate the system of working our 
mines. From what takes place both in 
this House and outside, it would seem 
that the remedy for the present state 
of things rests with those who 
have had least experience of mines; 
and those who, like myself, have been 
closely connected with the industry for 
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many years, are the only persons 
who are utterly at a loss for a 
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remedy which would not inflict greater | 
additional labour for men, and a man 


hardship upon those engaged in this 
industry. My hon. friend has also stated 
that there is no other industry where 
the conditions of labour are so varied, 
and yet it is for such an industry as 
this that they attempt to make cast-iron 
rules of uniformity. You cannot carry 
on such a business on such rigid lines of 
uniformity. If you are to carry on the 
industry satisfactorily you must have 
some elasticity ; but those in favour of 
this Bill would tie us down toa hard and 
fast rule—a thing they are not prepared 
to ask for in other industries. My hon. 
friend said that this was the demand 
of labour; but is there any industry in 
the country which is prepared to adopt 
such lines as are attempted to be forced 
upon us by this Bill? The very furthest 
that the Trade Union Congress has ever 
gone is to pass a resolution for forty-eight 
hours per week. The whole thing seems 
to me to be ridiculous in the extreme. The 
right hon. Gentleman has told us that 
the real difficulty in dealing with this 
question is the system which prevails in 
Northumberland and Durham—a system 
that has existed for more than two 
generations, a system by which one set 





of boys, working ten hours a day 
from bank to bank—— [Cries of 
“Shame.”| I shall have something 


to say in reply to that. These boys 
have to take away the produce of two 
sets of coal-getters working fifteen hours 
a day, calculated from bank to bank. 
To upset that arrangement would com- 
pletely revolutionise the system of work- 
ing our mines in the north of England. 
You would reduce us to one of two 
alternatives. You would compel us to 
adopt the single-shift system, much as we 
dislike it. In Wales they had thirteen 
months experience of the double-shift 
system, working eight hours a day ; and 
at the end of that time a deputation 
waited upon the mine-owner and_re- 
quested that he would allow them to 
return to the old system and work more 
hours. We have, therefore, either to 


adopt the single-shift system and dismiss 
a considerable number of our hewers, or 
we have to adopt the double-shift system | 
with two sets of boys. Now, that we have 
fairly and fully considered, and we find 
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it is utterly impossible to get the boys for 
a double shift. We should want additional 
boy labour, but we should not have any 


would not come into a neighbourhood 
merely to find occupation for his family 
if he could find none for himself. As [ 
said before, our boys work ten hours a 
day. Somebody cried out ‘* Shame,” but 
we in the north are no more wanting in 
natural affection and parental instinct 
than you are in other counties, where, in 
many cases, your boys are employed for 
longer hours than we employ them in the: 
north. [‘*No, no!”] I say, Yes, yes! 
because it is only two years ago that a 
charge was made that we worked our 
boys like little galley slaves; and what 
could be a more shameful charge! We 


‘are not more wanting in parental in- 


stinects than other men, but even if we: 
were, that would not justify you in working 
your boys longer hours. When this 
question was before the House in 1894 
we gave to the miners of all outside 
districts an opportunity of reducing the 
hours of the boys by agreeing to the 
passing of the Bill subject to a local option 
clause—the widest that has ever been 
suggested in this country by labour—by 
the exercise of the vote of a simple ma- 
jority. But they were not prepared to 
take it for themselves unless they were 
allowed at the same time to inflict a 
positive injustice on the people of the 
north. 

What is the case so far as foreign 


competition is concerned? In 1899 
the output of coal in Northumber- 
land amounted to 11,000,000 odd 


tons: out of that 11,000,000 odd tons 
we exported direct to foreign countries no 
less than 8,547,000 tons, leaving us tor 
home consumption 2,693,933 tons. So 
that we in the north have no home 
market; we depend entirely upon the 
markets abroad, and the slightest increase 
in the cost of production would affect us 
very severely. To Russia alone we in 
Northumberland send only 708,000 
tons less than the combined districts 
of Wales, Laneashire, Yorkshire, and 


Scotland, and although we have no 
home market, those who support 
this Bill desire to strike at these 


markets in which we have a so much 
larger interest. I protest against a 
measure of this kind being passed without 
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due respect being paid to the difficulties | 


which confront us in various directions, 
and I protest against this attempt to 
east upon us this cast-iron uniformity. 
In conelusion I will say that, so long as 
we are unable to find for ourselves any 


practical solution for all these difficulties, , 


so long as our friends who support this 
measure are unable to suggest a solution 
for them, it will be our duty to vote 
against this Bill, which, if it becomes law, 
is calculated to inflict considerable hard- 
ships on a great industry. I beg to sup- 
port the rejection of the Bill. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Barnsley): I represent in this 
House more than 10,000 men and boys 
who are employed in coal mines, and I 
desire to enter my strongest protest 
against the way in which His Majesty's 


Government have curtailed the oppor- | 
tunity for discussing this most important ' 


Bill that we have now under considera- 
tion. ‘Trades like that of coal mining— 
an exceptional trade, dangerous and 
arduous in its character—need excep- 
tional treatment, and the 10,000 men of 
the Barnsley Division of Yorkshire whom 
I represent are unanimously in favour 
of this Bill now under the consideration 
of the House. I believe it cannot be 
denied that the great majority of those 
employed in coal mines throughout 
Great Britain also support this Bill. 
What is the object of this Bill? It is 
that no one shall be employed under- 
ground for more than eight hours out of 
the twenty-four. Now there is one 
thing upon which [ think we are all 
agreed, and that is that it is indefensible 
that growing lads of from thirteen to 
sixteen years of age should be employed 
underground in a vitiated atmosphere, 
deprived of daylight and sunshine, for ten 
hours a day, whilst their fathers and other 
men are underground for not more than 
seven hours. These boys are kept under- 
ground at a time when it is essential for 
their proper growth and development 
that they should have a sufficiency of 
daylight and sunshine in order that 
their development may go on rapidly. 
In the rules of the Northumberland 
Miners Association in 1863, one of their 
objects was to shorten the hours of labour 
of boys in mines to eight hours per day. 
Then at the National Conference of 


Mr. Fenwich. 
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Miners in 1893 the hon. Member for 
Mid Durham proposed this resolution— 
‘That in the opinion of this Conference the 


hours of labour in the mines are in the 7 


of cases excessively long, and can and should 


be materially shortened. ” 

So that we are practically all agreed as to 
the propriety of shortening the hours 
of boys employed in coal mines, because 
it cannot be denied that fora young lad 
to rise at five in the morning, go under- 
ground at six, and come out at four 
leaves him unfit for technical educa- 
tion or continuation schools. To 
such facts as these is also owing that 
alarming increase of physical deterioration 
in the British race which the enormous 
number of men who volunteered for 
service in South Africa, and who had 
been rejected as physically unfit, showed. 
Hon. Members of the House ought to 
make it one of their most important 
duties to safeguard the dangers of such 
work as this, so that the health of these 
lads should be protected to the greatest 
possible extent. 

I regret that the short time at our dis- 
posal to debate this quesiion entirely 
deprives me of the pleasure of showing to 
my hon. friend the Member tor Wans- 
beck how the Eight Hours Bill might be 
applied to Northumberland. The only 
difference between us is that some of us 
are seeking to obtain this reform by 
trades union effort, whilst others think the 
shortest way is by legislative enactment. 
What was the result of voluntary effort ! 
It was only by the passing of the Fac- 
tories Act that boys under sixteen years 
of age were prevented from working 
underground for more than ten hours 
a day, and it was by passing the Coal 
Mines Regulation Act that the mines 
of the United Kingdom are to-day 
working under more satisfactory con- 
ditions than before. 

The time at my disposal prevents my 
going into detail as to how | should apply 
this Eight Hours Bill. I am somewhat 
interested in Durham and Northum- 
berland myself, and if I thought this 
measure was going to be disastrous to 
the iron, coal, and steel industries, I should 
not say a word in support of it. I do 
not deny that it may add to the 
cost of production of coal if this Bill 
is passed. I am to some extent a coal- 
owner myself, but I am willing that this 
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Bill should be applied compulsorily at the | 
co!lieries in which I am interested so long | 
as it is applied to all competing collieries. 
So far as | am advised, the increased cost 
of production is not quite so serious as 
that quoted by the hon. Member who 
moved the motion for the Second Read- 
ing of this Bill. Two shifts of men and 
one shift of boys increased in number 


would not result in an increase of more , 


than 2d. to 3d. a ton on the average, 
and with regard to the working of col- 
lieries you can only take the average. 
On both sides we are agreed on the 
desirability of shortening the hours of 
labour, especially of boys, and we ought 
to approach this question in that spirit. 
It would not be difficult for the masters 
to find a solution for the difficulties which 
confront them, and benefit the boys 
working underground. The issue before 
us does not affect coal hewers and under- 
ground datale men, but only a number 
of boys, and when we have improved 
the mechanical appliances for getting 
the coal from the working face to the 
surface, this concession can be given to 
the lads. 


Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES (Durham, 
N.W.) : L rise with considerable diffidence 
to express my sympathy with the mover 
of this Bill. What has moved me in this 
matter is my solicitude on behalf of the 
boys who work so many hours in the 
mines, and, although | readily recognise 
the force of the argument adduced by my 
friend the Member for Wansbeck, I have 
not found it so affect my mind as to 
counterbalance my views as to the con- 
dition of these lads in the pits. These 
lads, many of them only fifteen or sixteen, 
go to work at six in the morning, and 
they remain in the pits till four in the 
afternoon—ten hours—and during the 
bulk of the year, with the exception of 
four days a fortnight, they never see the 
light of day. Now, I know that it is 
said that if you look at them you find 
them sturdy, healthy lads, and T remem- 





ber that some years ago those who repre- | 
sented the mining interests of Durham | 


and Northumberland then, as the hon. 
Member for West Wolverhampton does 
now, urged that there was no necessity on 
the part of Parliament to reduce the | 


hours, that these children were so happy, | 


and bright, and brisk and enjoyed life to 
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such an extent that when they came out of 
the pits they gambolled about like lambs. 
| We know from the Reports of the Govern- 
| ment Commission that the health of the 
‘children materially suffered, and my 
observation has convinced me_ that 
morally, mentally, and physically these 
boys in Durham do suffer from their 
long confinement in the mines. There- 
fore it is not so much on behalf of the 
miners of Yorkshire and Derbyshire 
that I support the Bill, but what has 
moved me to come into conflict with 
some of my constituents has been my 
solicitude for the pit lads of my county. 
On that point I am not at all certain 
whether the hon. Member for the Wans- 
beck Division really represents the 
majority among the miners. I know 
that he honestly claims that he does, 
but I have never hesitated. during the 
time I have been a Member of this House, 
now some fifteen years, to express with- 
out any fear or qualification my approval 
of the principle of a measure which will 
limit the hours of miners’ work, and so 
protect the children from what I believe 
is an evil that exists under present cir- 
cumstances. 

May I refer very briefly to some of the 
arguments which have been used to- day ! 
An hon. Member who opposed the 
measure used the stale argument that 
you have no right to legislate for adults. 
This is no innovation. Legislation for 
adults commenced in 1847 by the passing 
of the Factory Act. It is true that it 
was not eight hours, but ten hours, then : 
and by a series of legislative enactments. 
passed in spite of similar arguments to 
those used to-day, and passed through 
the kindly interest of the Conservative 
party at the time. in 1850, 1870, and 
1874 Parliament has directly or indi- 
rectly legislated upon the hours during 
which adults should be employed, and 
therefore it seems to me there is no force 
whatever in the argument which says 
that people should be alee ed to work out 
their own destiny by voluntary effort. 
Upon that point of v oluntary effort may | 
make this observation ? It seems to me 
—and it was aptly put by a former 
speaker—that it is very much better 


‘that the publie through their repre- 


sentatives should legislate upon matters 
which affect the public at large than 


| that a section of the population belong- 
\ 
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ing to one particular trade, without con- 
ferring with others and without obeying 
what is the obvious desire of the public, 
should assert by voluntary effort what 
might be opposed to the interests of the 
others. In other words, this is a legisla- 
tive machine for the purpose of giving 
effeet to what is believed to be not merely 
for the interest of any particular class, 
but what is believed to be for the interest 
of the community at large. I agree that 
that is an academic argument, and I do 
not want to press it. What does the hon 
Member for the Wansbeck Division 
mean when he contends that you are 
going to attain this by voluntary effort ? 


Mr. FENWICK protested against the 
statement just made by the hon. Member. 
He never contended that this limitation 
should be [brought about by voluntary 
effort. His position had been clearly 
stated throughout the whole debate. 


Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES : I willingly 
accept my friend’s renunciation of my 
suggestion. What I do know is that 
the argument is used in this House. Let 
me ask this question—How is it to be 
effected ? It certainly car not be effected 
by voluntary effort on the part of the 
miners. [An Hon. Member : Why not ?] 
Because the employers have laid down a 
non poss umus. 
of the hon. Baronet opposite that it 
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| what the consequences will be, but why 
is that? Because the Gentlemen who 
oppose this measure on the grounds of 
the economic difficulty do not condescend 
to give us any particulars. I should like 
to ask them this question—What is the 
rate of wages in relation to the cost of 
output ? What, on the average output, 
‘do wages represent ? I should like to 
‘know the amount paid in wages in 
reference to the question of profit. The 
very same arguments which are used 
to-day about the destruction of trade 
were used as far back as the vear 1847, 
‘and if anyone will take up Hansard for 
that year he will find that practically he 
| might be reading the very debate which 
| is taking place in the House now. 
Thereare one or two points to which my 
hon. friend the Member for Wansbeck 
| referred to which I wish to refer very 
| briefly. We were told there would be a 
| decrease in the output and an increase in 
the price. We were told by the hon. 
‘Baronet the Member for West Wolver- 
| hampton that certain mines worked only 
twenty days in January, that the average 
time of the men’s work was three, four, 
| and five days a week, and that very often 
they did not work more than three days a 
week. Now, what do we propose to do? 
The Bill proposes, where a reduction 
would be necessary, to reduce the hours 
of labour by some hour, hour anda half, 
or two hours a day. Might I not fairly 
suggest to the hon. Baronet and to my 


means ruin to the trade of this country, | hon. friend the Member for the Wansbeck 
and we have heard over and over again | Division that it is not an unreasonable 
that the great bulk of the employers will | argument that instead of working spas- 
not support the Eight Hours Bill. How | modically, as you are doing now, three 
can an eight-hour day be obtained | or four days a week for ten hours, you 
except by legislation? It can only be| should work steadily for five or six days 
obtained from costly, disastrous, and/a week seven or eight hours a day ! 
deplorable strikes, and I am not sure| Therefore, it appears to me that, so far 
that it can be obtained by strikes. Any- | from tending to reduce the output and 


one who takes the trouble to look through 
the records of strikes will find that 
almost every strike—or, at all events, a 
very large percentage of the strikes, for 
the reduction of the hours of labour— 
has been abortive. 

It comes to this, then, if you are going 
to get an eight-hour day you must get 
it by legislation, or you will not get it at 
all. I admit freely that the economic 
difficulty is undoubtedly a serious one. 
I am not able myself to appreciate it. 
I am not able myself to thoroughly grasp 


Mr. Atherley-Jones. 





increase the price, you would simply have 
a regular and more persistent output 
}and more regular and persistent em- 
|ployment. Let me say to those who are 
going to vote on this question, whether 
they be representatives of workmen or 
employers, that a large number of men 
of experience, aye, and some of them men 
who have risen from the position of 
working miners, will be found, not voting 
with the hon. Member for the Wansbeck 
Division, but voting with those who 
oppose him. 
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*Mr. HIGGINBOTTOM (Liverpool, 
West Derby): I rise to oppose the Bill. 
I do so on the following grounds. The 
hon. Member opposite asked—What is 
the rate of wages ? I am ina position to 
give him the rate of wages that has been 
paid at my own colliery in three mines 
during the seven weeks of this year. I 
hope this will be an answer to his inquiry. 
The rate of wages has been 12s. per day 
in one mine, 9s. per day in the second 
mine, and 12s. per day in the third 
mine. ; 


*Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Arethese aver- 
age figures, or do they refer to indi- 
vidual cases ? 


*Mr. HIGGINBOTTOM: These figures 
have only been sent to me by this morn- 
ing’s post, but I can vouch for their 
accuracy. 


*Mr. KEIR 
amid cries of ‘‘ Order!”’): 
asking, Mr. Speaker, whether they were 
averages, or applied to individual cases. 


HARDIE (rising again 


*Mr. HIGGINBOTTOM: They are 
averages of the whole wages of each man 
for each week. The hon. Member would 
like the weekly averages. I can give 
them to him. I have worked them out 
for the seven weeks of this year, and they 
are as follows: 9s. 11d. per day for the 
first week; lls. 7d. for the second; 
13s. 5d. for the third; 11s. 1d. for the 
fourth ; 12s. for the fifth; 12s. 1d. for 
the sixth ; and 13s. 9d. for the seventh. 
These miners are supposed to work 


fifty-two hours per week. During this | 


year they have worked forty hours per 
week, and the mines have been open 
every day from the Ist of January until 
to-day. The workmen might have been 
employed every day, but instead they 
have only worked an average of forty 
hours per week. 

I am sent here by a very large con- 
stituency to oppose this measure, as I 
am sure it is against their interests. I 
represent one of the divisions of Liverpool, 
and if this Bill passes I look upon it as a 
most serious matter for the shipping 
industry of Liverpool. I look upon it as 


a most serious matter for the various 
trades in the county of Lancaster, par- 
ticularly the cotton, chemical, and iron 
industries. 


I calculate that if this 
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Bill is carried we shall have to lose in 
output something like 30,000,000 tons 
perannum. Ifthe men had been at work, 
as they might have been, we should have 
had 20,000,000 or 30,000,000 tons more 
coal produced during the past year. I 
hope this House will not attempt to 
legislate at the present time. I believe 
that some of the leaders are anxious on 
the subject, but I do not think that the 
workmen, if they had their own way. 
are anxious for legislation. 


*Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I desire in the 
first place to call attention to the actual 
conditions of the coal trade. I shall do so 
very briefly, considering the limited time 
at my disposal. In the last issued Report 
by the Home Office the following sen- 
tence occurs— 

“The most striking fact recorded in these 

mineral statistics for 1899 is the enormous 
output of coal, namely, 220,000,000 tons, show- 
Ing an increase of 18,000,000 tons compared 
with the previous year. This country is now 
producing twice as much coal as it did in 1870, 
and probably nearly four times as much as it 
was in 1850. Durham and Yorkshire together 
are now yielding about as much coal as the 
whole of the United Kingdom half a century 
ago.” 
That refers to the country asa whole. I 
thought from what has been stated that 
the coal industry in Durham and North- 
umberland must be in a very delicate 
position, but I find that the figures for 
these counties show an increase of 
882,000 in the output for the year 1899. 
Much has been made of the statement 
that this Bill means a restriction of the 
output. There is no practical miner in 
this House, with all respect to my hon. 
friend the Member for the Wansbeck 
Division, who will seriously make that 
statement. 


Mr. FENWICK: I did not make that 
statement. 


*Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I know you 
did not, but the House thought you did. 
This Bill does not mean restriction of the 
output. The figures given by the differ- 
ent inspectors in the various districts go 
to attest the fact that where the hours of 
labour are shortest the output per 
individual, other conditions being equal, 
is highest. That accords with all the 
experience we have had of the eight 
hours system. One way of stimu- 
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lating the industries of Durham and 
Northumberland is to give the lads there 
a shorter working day. It is absurd to 
say that this would impose a burden on 
the people of these two counties. My 
hon. friend says that boys could not be 
found to equip a second shift if this Bill 
came into operation. A second shift 
would mean an increased output, and an 
increased output would require addi- 
tional colliers to produce the coal, and 
this would naturally bring into the 
counties a sufficient number of boys to 
equip the two shifts if this Bill became law. 
I am told, sotto voce. that they are work- 
ing two shifts in Durham and North- 
umberland—yes, two shifts of men and 
one shift of boys. We ask that the boys 
in these counties shall have their hours 
reduced to not more than eight per day. 
That would involve two shifts being 
worked of all hands instead of two shifts 
of coal-getters and one shift of boys. In 
regard to the cost of production, the hon. 
Baronet the Member for West Wolver- 


hampton alarmed the House by speaking | 


of an increase of 2s. or 3s. per ton as the 
result of the operation of this Bill. I was 
sorry tohearmy hon. friend whointroduced 
the measure speaking of even 6d. per ton 
as the probable increase. We have heard 
these figures years before. The Work- 
men’s Compensation Act was going to 
ruin industry by adding Is. or 1s. 6d. per 
ton to the cost of coal. The experience of 
the working of the Act has proved that 
the actual cost is a little over 1d. per ton, 
and in some districts not so much; but 
| speak as a practical collier who has 
worked eleven hours and eight hours per 
day, and I ean testify in this House that 
coal is produced in greater quantity, at 
less cost, and with more safety—a very 
important point—in the shorter working 
day than in the longer working day. I 
prove my point with regard to safety in 
this manner. A collier in a pit, when 
kept constantly at work, and when his 
hours are short, has all his faculties alert 
and active, he sees danger and makes 
provision against it ; but when his hours 
are long inertia overtakes him, and he is 
not so alive to danger and so alert to pro- 
tect himself against it. If it be true that 
the eight-hours day is going to add to 
the danger of the collier at work, why, I 
ask, do they adhere to the short working 
day in Durham and Northumberland ei 


Mr. Keir Hardiv. 


{COMMONS} 


' six and three-quarter hours? It has not 
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increased the number of accidents ; and if 
it has not done so in Durham, why dare 
any hon. Member say to this House that 
it would do so in other parts of the 
country ? 

I trust the House will not be misled 
by this fallacious argument. I use the 
word with all respect for my hon. friend. 
If the angels in heaven do weep, it must 
be when a representative of working men, 
paid by workmen to come to this House 
to protect the interests of workmen, 
draws forth the enthusiastic cheers of 
employers of labour in opposing a measure 
which is introduced for the _ bene- 
fit of working men. I trust that the 
House will remember that this matter 
in regard to the Durham miners does not 
affect the principle of the Bill. It is a 
fair subject for discussion in Committee. 
It is a matter that could possibly be 
arranged in Committee, and I confi- 
dently express the hope that no Member 
who otherwise would vote for this Bill 
will vote against it because of the opposi- 
tion from the north of England. What- 
ever that opposition may be worth, is a 
question entirely and exclusively for 
Committee. 

I trust the Second Reading of this Bill 
will be agreed to by this House, so that 
we may get rid of one large social question 
which excites more interest and arouses 
more support among people of all classes 
in the community than any other ques- 
tion. My hon. friend said that we only 
proposed to apply this rigid cast-iron rule 
to mining. He must have forgotten the 
Factory Acts. Under the Factory Acts 
we have the hours of labour rigidly 
regulated. No harm has come to the 
cotton trade on that account, and it is 
absurd to say that what was applied to 
the cotton trade with such marked 
benefit will not also be for the advantage 
of the mining industry. 


Sir JAMES JOICEY (Durham. 
Chester-le-Street) : There has not been 
one solid argument brought forward by 
the promoters of the Bill to induce us to 
come to any different decision on this 
question from what the previous House 
of Commons came to. I have listened 
with very great interest indeed to the 
various speeches on this question to-day, 
and I must congratulate my hon. friend 
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the Member for the Wansheck Division, the federation districts are practically 
who happens to be my own representa- unanimous on this question. 
tive, on the very clear statement he made _[ admit that it is a most difficult thing 
of our case. I think the House will agree to get the House of Commons to under- 
that not one solid argument which he stand this question. Whilst I have been 
advanced has been dealt with satisiac- present in the House and heard the 
torily by those who have supported the movers of the different Bills on this 
Bill. Before the House should be in- question, it is very seldom indeed that 
duced to make a change on a great there has been a Member moving the 
question of this kind, it is for the pro- Bill who has understood the question. 
moters of the Bill to show that that There has been a great deal said with 
change is justified. | maintain thatinthe regard to the effect of this measure. | 
debate to-day, certainly, there has been /am not one of those who give estimates, 
no such justification given. because | know you cannot depend upon 
[ confess [ am very much surprised to them. The hon. Member for Merthyr 
find that workmen representing the | T'ydvil said it was an accepted statement 
mining industry of certain parts of the when the Compensation Bill was before 
country are proposing legislation of this the House that it would raise the price 
kind. The only thing which a workman , of coal 1s. 6d. per ton. I challenge any 
has to sell is his labour, and here are Member of the House to point out to 
those hon. Gentlemen coming forward me where any such statement was made. 
and asking this House to tie his hands [ was present during the whole of the 
in dealing with the only thing he is discussion, and, while I never pledged 
at liberty to sell. Notwithstanding the! myself to any estimate, the sum stated 
sneers given at employers in this House was threepence per ton. I am happy 
to-day, I maintain that | am here as a to say that, so far as that estimate 
representative of the working elasses as is concerned, the cost has been even less 
much as any man in this House. The than that up to the present time. 
working class of the Division I represent | With regard to the effect of this measure, 
sent me here specially to oppose this I am not going to say whether it would 
measure. I cannot help thinking that increase or decrease the output, because 
the feeling in favour of this sort of legis- estimates dealing with a question of that 
lation is not gaining ground in the | kind are very unreliable. A_ colliery 
country. I have observed that although , proprietor informed me that he put three 
a certain number of gentlemen have been pits on the eight-hours system, with the 
returned to promote this Bill from result, as regards output, that there 
mining-class constituencies, yet there are was in one 22 per cent., in the second 
a number of mining-class constituencies | 223 per cent., and in the third 233 per 
which persistently send gentlemen who cent. reduction. I am not prepared to 
hold opposite views to represent them | say whether that would occur over the 
in this House, and when hon. Members | whole area of this country or not, but | 
who have supported this measure state am prepared to say, as one who has had 
to me that the bulk of the working considerable experience in the. working 
miners in the federation districts support | of mines and the selling of minerals, that 
their action in supporting this Bill, 1| there are times when a shortage of five 
reply they have not yet proved to my! per cent. production as against consump- 
satisfaction that that is the case. They | tion is sufficient to force up the price five 
have taken no general ballot in the! shillings per ton, and there are occasions 
constituencies, so far as | am aware. I} when an overplus of five per cent. as 
feel sure that if such a ballot were taken | against consumption is a sufficient reason 
it would be found that a very large to bring the price down shillings per ton. 
number of the miners were opposed to, The forming of estimates is quite un- 
this legislation. I put alongside this reasonable and unsatisfactory, so far as 
that certain districts in the mining | my experience goes. I can speak so far 
federation persistently return gentlemen as the districts of Durham and Northum- 
to this House pledged to oppose the Bill. berland are concerned. While speaking 


I think the House will agree with me | of them I may say that | associate my- 
that there is grave reason to doubt that self with almost the whole of the speech 
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of the hon. Member for the Wansbeck 
Division. We are certainly in a peculiar 
position, as eighty per cent. of the produc- 
tion is exported. I can give a striking 
instance of what effect foreign competi- 
tion has on the prices in these two 
counties from my experience during the 
last week or two. We have seen in 
Durham and gNorthumberland _ prices 
fall quickly—at a much quicker gratio 
than in other parts of the country. 
Coals which sold twelve months ago for 
exportation at 16s, to 17s. are to-day 9s. 
to 9s. 6d. 
than in other parts of the country. 
It is because we have the competition ot 
Westphalia, Belgium, and France to con- 
tend with, and wherever we send our 
coals these countries have reduced their 
prices so enormously that we have been 
forced to follow suit, and any decrease in 
the production would limit the area we 
now supply and would give an increased 
area to our competitors—the Westphalian 
and Belgian coal-owners. 

I listened to the speech of my hon. 
friend the Member for the North-West 
Division of Durham with great interest. 
When he speaks in this House [ am 
never quite sure which side he is going 
to take, and when he sat down I failed to 
hear whether he was in favour of the Bill 
or opposed to it. | think every employer 
of labour is extremely anxious, if he ean 
see his way,to give the boys and workmen 
he employs the best conditions both as 
regards hours and wages. When the 
hon. Member says that no great benefit 
has resulted from conciliation boards of 
workmen and employers in the north 
of England, he does not know the facts. 
In 1870 or 1871 there was an important 
measure passed in this House dealing 
with the regulation of mines. | may say 
that a representative meeting discussed 
that question, and it was decided then 
to reduce the working hours of boys from 
eleven to ten. That is one instance 
where a practical result has come from 
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That reduction is much greater 
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voluntary effort. If | had opportunity 
[ could give a great many instances of 
that kind to show where it has been 
possible to arrange a reduction without 
interfering with the successful working 
of the industry. Many people act in 
dealing with a question of this kind with 
a light heart. In the north of England 
we have a system of conciliation boards 
and committees to deal with wages and 
all the conditions of employment in our 
mines. These boards have taken thirty 
years to build up. They consist of repre- 
sentatives of the men and masters, and 
if you pass this measure you completely 
upset the whole of this organisation. 


[Cries of “ Divide.”| [| have a great 
deal more to say on the subject. 


[* Divide.” | It has been stated again 
and again—|“ Divide.” |—I do not think 
that the House has yet realised the fact 
‘that in Durham and Northumberland 
the boys are working exactly the same 
number of hours as in other parts of the 
country. |‘ Divide.”’| 


Mr. YOXALL: I heg to move that 


the question be now put. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The* motion of the 
hon. Member places me in a position of 
considerable difficulty, having regard on 
the one hand to the shortness of th 
debate and the importance of the ques- 
tion, and on the other hand tothe length 
of time the measure has been before the 
country, and the extent to which it has 
been discussed inside and outside the 
House. On the whole, | have come to 
the conclusion that the proper course for 
me to adopt is to leave the Tlouse to 
decide the question. 


_Question put, “That the Question be 
now put.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 231 ; Noes, 
184. (Division List, No. 18.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Aird, Sir John 

Allen,Chas. P. (Glone. Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

Arrol, Sir William 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry 
Austin, Sir John i 


Bain, Colonel 


Bell, Richard 


Sir Janis Toicey. 


Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
James Robert 
Barlow, John Emmott 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.( Bristol 


Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 


Blake, Edward 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Boyle, James 

Brand, Hon. Arthur (. 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
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Burke, E. Haviland- 
Burns, John 
Buxton, Sydney C harles 
Caine, W — Sproston 
; ‘aldwell, James 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 
Campbell-Bannermain, Sir H. 
‘arew, James Laurence 
‘arvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
‘auston, Richard Knight 
‘avendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
‘awley, Frederick 
‘lare, Octavius Leigh 
‘ochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A.B. 
‘ogan, Denis J. 
‘oghill, Douglas Harry 
‘olville, John - 
‘ondon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crean, Eugene 
Cremer, William Randal 
( ‘rombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 
Daly, James 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 
Dewar, J. A. (Inverness-shire) 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C 
Douglas, Charles M. 
Dutly, William J. 
Dunean, James H. 
Dunn, Sir William 
KMlibank, Master of 
iis, John Edward 
Esmonde, Sit Thomas 
Evans, Samuel T. 
“hc ge tt Dr. Robert 
Farrell, . James Patrick 
re rguson, R. C. Munro (Leith 
I'french, Peter 
Field, William 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy,Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herb. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Corst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesb’ry 
Gretton, John 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hammond, John 
Hareourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Hardie,¥J. K. (MerthyrTydvil) 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 
Hay, Hon. C laude George 
Hs iyden, John Patrick 


(Lanark) 


John 


\eland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. PF. | 
Ave-Gardner, James Tynte | 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. | 


| 
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Hayter, Rt. Hon. 
Helder, — 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Henderson, Alexander 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope,J F(Sheffield, Brightside) | 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Howard,Capt. J(Kent,Faversh | 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry (. 
Hudson, ¢ reorge Bickersteth 
Hughes, ¢ ‘olonel Edwin 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jones, David LB. (Swansea) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kenyon, James (Lances., Bury) 
Kinloch, Sir John George S. 
Labouchere, Henry 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lecky, Rt. Hn. Wm. FE. H. 
Leese, Sir J. I. (Accrington) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Lough, Thomas 

Lowther, C, (Cumb. Eskdale) | 
Lundon, W. 
MacDonnell, Dr. 
Macnamara, Dr. 
M‘Arthur, Wim. 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘CGiovern, T. 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M'Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Maleoln, lan 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe | 
Markhain, Arthur Basil 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milton, Viscount 

Mitchell, William 

Mooney, John .J. 

Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. | 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Col. JohnP.| (Galway,N 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, Secth) | 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 

O Brien, James I’. X. (Cork) 
(Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. | 
O'Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, ge: (Mayo, 8.) 
0’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N. 
O'Malley, William 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Mark A. 
ae J. 
(Cornwall) 


NOES. 


Allsopp, Hon. 
Austruther, H. 
Ashiead- Ieee Sir Ellis 


_ 
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O’Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 
Philipps, John W ynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Rea, Russell 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, \ 
Redinond, JohnE.(Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, Sirk. Threshie (Dumfries 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Ridley,S. Forde(BethnalGreen 
Roche, John 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
a = John I. L. 
Russell, 'T. W 
Samuel, S. ML (Ww —_— 
Schwann, Charles E 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, b.) 
Shipman, Dr. John 
Sinelair,CaptJohn(Ferfarshire 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
| Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.CR( Northants 
Spencer, Ernest(W. Bromwich 
Stanley, HonArthur(Ormskirk 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A bel (Carmarthen, E. ) 
Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan, EF. 
Thomas, David Alf. (Merthyr) 
Thomas,J A(GlamorganGower 
Thomson, F. W. (Y ork, W.R.) 
Tollemache, Henry James 
‘Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, ‘Charles Philips 
Tully, Ji asper 
Ure, Alexander 
Wallace, Robert 
WaltonJohnLawson(Leeds,S.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay '’. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Webb, Colonel WilliamCeorge 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley,H.(Ashton-under-L. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Paliner 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson,Fred. W. (Norfolk, Mid 
Wilson, Henry J.(York, W.R. ) 
WwW ilson, John (Glasgow) 
W odehouse,Hn. Armine( Essex 
Woodhouse,Sir J'T(Hudd’rsti’d 
Wylie, Alexander 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, Kast.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Yoxall and Mr. Jacoby. 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Baird, Jolin George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 
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Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W.( Leeds) 
Balfour, Maj. K.R.(Christehch 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, SirFrancisT.( Windsor) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex) 
Bowles, T.Gibson(King’sLynn 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh. 
Burt, Thomas 

Butcher, John George 
Cavendish, VCW (Derbyshire) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chaplin, Kt. Hon. Henry 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Ear] of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cocktield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt, Hon. A. Akers 
I loxford, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Edwards, Frank 

Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,SirRobert Penrose- 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Forster, Henry William 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gibbs, Hn A.G. H.(CityofLond. 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Goschen, Hon.GeorgeJoachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 


(Juestion put accordingly, “That the 
"stand part of the Question.” | Noes, 199. 


word * now 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen, C. P.i(Gloue., Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Arrol, Sir William 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 
Austin, Sir John 
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Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirE W(BryS.Edm’nds 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Guest, Hon. [vor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, RtHonLd.G(Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hardy, Laurence( KentAshford 


Harris, F.Leverton(Tynemouth | 


Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 
Higginbottom, 8. W 

Hoare, Ed. Brodie( Hampstead 
Hobhouse, Heury(Somerset, E. 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard,J.( Midd. Tottenham) 
Jackson, it. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 
Kennaway,Rt. Hn.SirJohnH. 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop 
Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Kitson, Sir James 

Kknowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hou. Frederick Wm. 
Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 
Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristo],S) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, Rt. Hn. James (Kent) 
Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. WGEllison 
Macdona, John Cumming 


M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 


M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
M‘Killop, James(Stirlingshire 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, WJ H(Dumfriesshire 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, Hn. Fred.(Monin’thsh 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 


The 


AYES. 
Bain, Culonel James Robert 
Barlow. John Emmott 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beil, Richard 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Blake, Edward 


House 
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Muntz, poy: A. 


Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, Sir Joseph W.(Durham) 
Penn, John 
Perey, Earl 
Pilkington, Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R, 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Purvis, Robert 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
topner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 
Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sandys, Lieut. -Col. Thos Myles 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. FE... 
Seely, CharlesHilton(Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H. (Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks. ) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M*Taggart 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 
Vincent,Col. SirCEH (Sheflield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walrond, Rt. Hon. Sir W. H. 
Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE( Taunton) 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, Jolin (Falkirk) 
Wilson-Todd, Win. H. (Yorks. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R( Bath) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young,Comimander (Berks, E. 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Alfred Hickman and 
Mr. Fenwick. 


divided :— Ayes, 212; 


Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boyle, James 

Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Burns, John 
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1395 Miners (Eight 


Buxton, Sydney Charles 

Caine, William Sproston 

C ‘aldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 

Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 

Carew, James Laurence 

Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 

Caustor, Richard Knight 

Cawley, Frederick 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

C ‘ochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A.E. 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 

Colviile, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 

Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 

Crombie, John William 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, ¢ ‘aptain A, 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duty, Willian J. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

: vans, Samuel T. 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro(Leith) 

Ffrench, Peter 

Vield, William 

Fison, Frederick William 

Flannery, Sir Fortescue 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. ) 

Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
(ithooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt.Hn. Herb. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

(iorst, Rt. Hon. SirJohnEldon 

Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 

Gretton, John 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 

Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William 

Hardie,J Keir( Merthyr ydvil) 

Harmsworth, R. Leicester 

Harwood, George 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 

Hayden, John Patrick 


Acland- Hood, —— Sir A. 
Agg- Gardner, J ames - eg 
Aird, Sir John 

Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anstruther, H. 

Ashmead- Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
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Hayter, Rt. Hon.SirArthur D. 
Helder, Augustus 

Hem hill, Rt. Hon. CharlesH. 
Sond erson, Alexander 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) | 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swans’a 
Jones, William (Caruarvonsh. ) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 
Kinloch, SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Labouchere, Henry 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese,SirJoseph F.( Accrington 
— Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Lough, Thomas 

Lowther, ¢ . (Cumb, Eskdale) 
Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 
M‘Crae, George 

Ms Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘ Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop,James(Stirlingshire) 
M'Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mellor, Rt. Hn. John William 
Milton, Viscount 

Mitchell, William 

Mooney, John J. 

Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan,Col.Jn. P. (( ialway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, “ ‘apt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas W ers 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, ‘Kendal Tipper’ rvMid 
(Brien, Patrick (ilkenny) 
O'Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 
Doherty, William 
O’ Donnell, yr (Mayo, 5.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


| O’Kelly, Jas (Roscommon, N.) 


O'Malley, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 


NOES. 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 

Bagot, Capt.Josceline FitzKoy 
Baird, J A George Alexander 

Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, "Alfred 

salfour, RtHnGerald W( Leeds 

| Balfour,Majk.R(Christehureh 
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pte new P.. 
O’Shee, James beke 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Pirie, Duncan y. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Rea, Russell 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid,Sirk. Threshie (Dumfries 
tickett, J. Compton 
Ridley,S. Forde(BethnalGreen 
Roche, John 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
Rolleston, Sir John F. | 
Rutherford, John 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, 1.) 
Shipman, Dr. John 
Sinclair,Capt. John (Forfarsh. ) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, Rt. Hn. CR(N’rthants 
Spencer, Ernest (W. Broinwich 
Stanley, HonArthur(Ormskirk 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel(Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas, Alfred(G lamorgan, KE. 
Thomas, David A. (Merthy r) 
Thomas,J A(Glamorg'n, Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (Y ork, W.R.) 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 
Ure, Alexander 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton,JolhnLawson(Leeds,S. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, ThomasCourtenayT. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 
Webb, € olonel W illiamGeorge 
W hite, Patrick(Meath, North) 
Whiteley,H.(Ashton-under-L. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, Fred W.(Norfolk,Mid. ) 
Wilson, HenryJ.( Yorks, W. R. 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
W odehouse, Hn. Armine( Essex 
Woodhouse, SirJ T(Hudd’rsti’d 
Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES- 
Mr. Yoxall and = Mr. 
Jacoby. 


Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, SirFrancisT. (Windsor) 
Bartley, reorge C. 

Beach, Rt. Hn ‘SirM. H. “Ks 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bignold, Arthur 
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Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boulnois, Kdmuad 

Bowles, Capt. H. F.( Middlesex) 
Bowles, ‘IT’. G:. (Ning’s Lynn) 
Brookfield. Colonel Montagu 
Brown, Alex. H. (Shropshire) 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Bart, Thomas 

Butcher, John George 
Cavendish, R. bk. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, a") Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJ ohnCharlesheady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John €. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, SirJosephCockticld 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxtford,SirW illiamTheodore 
Duncan, James H. 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hu. Sir William Hart 
Kdwards, Frank 

Everton, Hon. A. de ‘Tatton 
Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Fineh, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGe og + gr aaa 
Fitzroy, Hon, Edw. Algernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Forster, Henry William 
Gibbs,Hn A.G.H(CityofLond. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Cordon, Hn. J. E( ElginX Nairn 
Cioschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Craham. Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Crreene, SirE W(B’ryS Fdm nds 
Greene, HenryD. (Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 


Mr. YOXALL 


claimed, 
Main Question be now put.” 


‘COMMONS} 


Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. LdG(Midd’x 
Hanbury, Kt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hardy,Laurence (Kent, Ashfd. 
Harris, pee scent bh nemouth 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Higeinbottom, s. W. 
Hoare, Edw, Brodie (Hampstd. 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, F. 
Hope,J. F. (Shettield Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard,CaptJ.(Kent,Faversh 
Howard,J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
Ifudson, George Bickersteth 
Jackson, Rt. Hon, Win. Lawies 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnston, Heywood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kkenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop 
Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Kitson, Sir James 

Knowles, Lees 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wim. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, Rt. Hon. William Ed. H. 
Legye, Col. Hon. Heneave 





Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | 


Leighton, Stanley 
Leveson-CGower, Frederick NS. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskiie 
Long,Col. CharlesW .( Evesham 
Long, Kt. Hu. Walter(Bristols. 
Lonsdale, John cade 
Lowther, Rt. HonJames( Kent) 
Lucas, Col. Franeis( Lowestoft) 
Lueas, ReganildJ.(Vortsinouth 
Lyttleton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, Rt. Hon. W. G. E. 
Macdona, Jobn Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver, Sir L.( Edinburgh, W.) 
Malcolm, lan 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, WJH( Dumfriesshire 
Mildinay, Francis Bingham 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morvan, Hn. Fred.(Monm’thsh 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F’. 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Depttord 
Murray, Rt HnAGraham(Bute 


Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | 


That the 


Main Question put accordingly, and 


agreed to, 


Bill read a second time, and committed | hurst, Mr. Thomas Bayley, 


for ‘To-morrow. 


VACCIN 
Bill to amend the 
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Murray, Col. Wyndham( Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, Sir Jose ph W.( Durham) 
Penn, John 
Percy, Earl 
Pilkington, Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter Ki. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Purvis, Robert 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 
Richards, Henry Charles 
omens HonChasThomson 
Ropner, — Robert 
Round, James 
Russell, a. W ° 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. = dogg 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. Edw.- 
Sharpe, W. E. 
Shaw “Stewart, M. H.( Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinelair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
SmithAbel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Edward J.(Somerset) 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M*Tageart 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
‘Tomlinson, W. Edw. Murray 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir W. H. 
Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Tannton) 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, KE. 1.) 
Wilson, Jolin (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks. ) 
Wodehouse. Rt. Hn. E. (Bath) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, Commander( Berks. E. ) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


TELLERS FOR THLE NOS 
Sir Alfred Hickman and 
Mr. Fenwick. 


NEW BILLS, 


ATION. 


Vaccination Acts, 


ordered to be brought in by Mr. Broad- 


Sir John Rol- 


leston, Mr, Channing, and Mr. Grant. 
| 
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VACCINATION BILL. 

“To amend the Vaccination Acts,” 
presented, and read the first time ; 
to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 
20th March, and to be printed. [Bill 71.] 


SALE OF IN'POXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND). 

Bill to prohibit the sale or supply of 
Liquors to Children in Scotland, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr, Cameron Corbett, 
Sir Herbert Maxwell, Sir John Stirling- 
Maxwell, Sir.Andrew Agnew, Mr. Camp- 
bell, Mr. Baird, Mr. Law, Mr. Gordon, 
Mr. Hozier, Mr. Maxwell, Mr. Orr-Ewing, 
and Mr. JJ. Wilson. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 'TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
“To prohibit the sale or supply of 
Liquors to Children in Scotland,” pre 
sented, and read the first time; to bi 
read a second time upon Wednesday, 6th 

March, and to be printed. [Bill 72. | 


THE OGADEN SOMALIS. 


On the motion for the Adjournment 
of the House, 


Mr. LOUGIL (Islington, W.) asked 
the Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs 
whether he had any further information 
to give the House in respect of the re- 
ported British check in Somaliland. 
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of the House. 1400 


THe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Viscount 
CRANBORNE, Rochester): I cannot give any 
details beyond those which have appeared 
in the press. It is quite true that the 
punitive expedition sent to avenge the 
deathof Mr. Jenner were engaged with the 
enemy at a place about fifty miles north- 
west of Aff Madu ; that thev beat the 
enemy off ; and that there was a loss 
of about forty killed and wounded en 
our side and an estimated loss of 250 on 
the enemy's side. Atver the engagement 
the commandant of the forces, Colonel 
Ternan, returned to Aff Madu, where he 
is at present. 


Adjourned at Six of the elock. 


In pursuance of Standing Order 
No. 1, “ Sittings of the House,” I hereby 
nominate 

The Right Honourable Charles Beilby 

Stuart-Wortley, 

Mr. John Edward Ellis, 

Mr. Edward Blake, 

Mr. Arthur Frederick Jetfreys, and 

Mr. llenry Hobhouse, 
to act during this Session as temporary 
Chairmen of Committees when requesicd 
by the Chairman of Ways and Means. 

WILLIAM Court GULLY, 
Speaker. 


27th February, 1901. 
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Appendix I, 


PUBLIC BILLS 


DEALT WITH IN VOLUME LXXXIX. 


_ The figures in parentheses in the last column relate to the page in this volume. 
“{H.L.]” following the title indicates that the Bill originated in the Lords. 





(A.) House or Lorps. 


Title of Bill. | Brought in by Progress. 


Cremation [H.L.] | Lord Monkswell Read 1* 21 Feb (650) 

Habitual Drunkards | Bishop of Winchester Read 17 19 Feb. (436) 
[H.L.] 

Intoxicating = Liquor | Bishop of Winchester Read 1¢ 19 Feb. (436) 
(Sale to Travellers) 
[H.L.] | 

Licensing Sessions | Bishop of Winchester Read 1¢ 19 Feb. (436) 
[H.L. | 

Light Load Line [H.L.] | Lord Muskerry Read 1¢ 19 Feb. (436) 

Merchant Shipping | Lord Muskerry Read 1* 21 Feb. (650) 
1894 Amendment 
[H.L.] 

Select Vestries [H.L.] | —-- Read 14 14 Feb. (30) 

Trawlers’ Certificates | Earl of Camperdown Read 14 25 Feb. (978 
Suspension [H.L. ] 








(B.) Hovsk oF CoMMons. 





Title of Bill. Brought in by. Progress. 

Ber ——~*«C Pig Read 1° 19 Feb, (450) 
Benefices Major Rasch Read 1° 22 Feb. (903) 

Borough Funds Acts Amendment — Sir Alhert Rollit Read 1° 19 Feb. (460) 

Church Discipline Mr. Charles M‘Arthur Read 1° 22 Feb. (904) 
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HousE oF COMMONS- 


cont, 





Title of Bill. 

Coal Mines (Employment) 

Coal Mines Regulation 

Colonial Marriages 

Compensation tor Damage to Crops, 
ete. 

Congested Districts (Irelana 

Constabulary (Ireland) 

Contempt of Court 

Conveyance of Cycles 

Coroners’ Inquests (Railway Fatali- 
ties) [48] 

Crimes Act (Lreland) Repeal 

Education (Young Children) (Schvol 
Attendance) (Scotland) 

Electoral Disabilities Removal 

Evicted ‘Tenants (lreland) 


Franchise aud Removal of Women’s 
Disabilities 


Friendly Societies Disqualification | 


Removal 
lrish Lights 


Jurors’ Expenses 
Jurors (Lreland) 


Labourers (Ireland) Acts Amend 
ment 

Lands Valuation (Scotland) 
(1854) Amendment 

Land Tenure 


Act 


Land Temure (Wales) 


Leasehold) Enfranchisement (Eng 
land and Wales) 
Legal Procedure (Ireland) 


Licences (Lreland) 


Local Government (Ireland) Amend 


ment 
Local Government (Scotland) 
Act (1894) Amendment 


Brought in by 





Sir Thomas Toe 

Sir Charles Dilke 

(reneral Lauri 

Mr, Hudson 

Mr. Flynn 

Mr. Condon 

Mr. P. AL M‘Huyh 

Sir Howard Vincent 

Mr, Channing 

Mr. William Abraham 
(Cork) 

Mr. Pirt 

Mr. OP Doherty 

Mr. 7. P. O'Conner 

Nir Charles Dilke 


Mr. Strachey 


Jr. Patrich: White 


Mr. Lloyd Morgan 

Vr. William Mal. 
lop 

Mr. J. DP. Farrell 

Mr. MsCrae 

Mr. Lambert 

Mr. Osmond Williams 

General Laurie 

Mr. T. M. Healy 

Mr. T. W. Russell 


Mr. Crean 


Mr. Catheart Wason 


pragiens. 
Read 1°19 Feb. (451) 
Read 1° 19 Feb. (461) 
Read 1’ 22 Feb, (904) 
Read 1° 19 Feb. (452) 
Read 1’ 19 Feb. (450) 
Read 1° 19 Feb. (459) 
Read 1’ 19 Feb. (464) 
Read 1° 22 Feb. (902) 
Read 1° 19 Feb. (463) 
Read 1’ 19 Feb. (456) 
Read 1’ 15 Feb. (451) 
Read 1° 19 Feb. (460) 
Read 1° 20 Feb, (645) 
Read 1° 19 Feb. (461) 
Read 1° 19 Feb. (464) 
Read 1° 19 Feb. (458) 
Read 1° 19 Feb, (458) 
Read ly 19 Feb, (465) 
Read 1’ 19 Feb, (453) 
Read 1° 26 Feb. (1239) 
Read 1’ 19 Feb. (452) 
Read i° 19 Feb, (456) 
Read 1° 19 Feb. (462) 
Read 1° 19 Feb. (452) 
Read 1’ 19 Feb. (453) 
Read 1° 19 Feb. (455) 


Read 1” 26 Feb. (1237) 
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House or ComMons—cont. 








Title of Bill. 





Manhood Suffrage (Ireland) 

Marriage with a Deceased Wife's 
Sister 

Medical Act (1858) Extension 

Members of Parliament (Resigna- 
tion of Seats) 

Merchandise 
Amendment 

Mines (Eight Hours) 

Old Age Pensions 

Old Age Pensions (No. 2) 

Old Age Pensions (No. 3) 

Old Age Pensions (No. 4) 

Outdoor Relief (Friendly Societies) 

Outlawries 

Police Superannuation (Scotland) 

Poor Law Officers’ Superannuation 


(Scotland) 
Poor Law Superannuation (Lreland) 


Private Legislation Procedure (Lre- 


land) 
Public Trustee and Executor 


Public Worship Regulation Act 
(1874) Amendment 
Re-afforesting (Ireland) 


Roman Catholic Disabilities Re- 
moval 

Sale of Intoxicating Liquors (Ire- 
land) 

Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on 
Sunday 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Chil- 
dren 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Chil- | 


dren (Scotland) 


Salmon Fisheries (Ireland) Acts 
Amendment 
Shops 


Small Dwellings Acquisition Act 
(1899) Amendment 


| 





Marks Act aa 





Brought in by. 


Mr. M§ Fadden 


Sir Brampton Gurdon 


General Laurie 


Mr. 


Sy 


Loder 


r Howard Vincent 


Mr. Youall 


MM 


M 


Nir 


MW 


AM 


| Mr. Channing 


re Bull 
T. J. i fs Wilson 


Forte SCHLS 
nery 
7 I] “iny fic /d- Lighy 


he Jolin Wilson 


(Falkirk) 


Mr. Muaawell 


Mr. OSMulley 


Mr. Hemphill 


Sir Howard Vincent 


Mr. HH. DP. Greene 


Mr. 


M 


Mr. 


Mr. 


M 
Mi 


Mr. 
Sur 


M 


Nolan 

r. Lully 

William John- 
ston 

Charles IValson 

. Crombie 

* Cameron Corbett 
Seton-Karv 
Charles Dilke 

*, Horner 


Ilan- 


| Read 1° 


| Read 1” 


Progress. 
| Read 1° 19 Feb. (457) 
| Reaa 1’ 19 Feb. (452) 
| Read 1° 22 Feb. (903) 
Read 1’ 19 Feb. (458) 


Read 1° 22 Feb. (902) 


Read 1° 19 Feb, (451) 


Read 1° 19 Feb. (455) 
Read 1° 19 Feb. (457) 
Read 1° 19 Feb. (458) 
Read 1° 22 Feb. (901) 
Read 1° 19 Feb, (454) 
Read 1’ 14 Feb. (67) 
Read 1° 19 Feb. (449) 
19 Feb. (453) 
26 Feb. 1238 
Read 1° 19 Feb. (455) 
Read i” 22 Feb. (903) 
Read 1’ 19 Feb. (463) 
Read 1’ 19 Feb. (462) 


Read 1° 19 Feb. (456) 








Read 1° 20 Feb. (645) 
Read 1° 19 Feb, (462 
Read 1° 19 Feb. (450 
Read 1° 27 Feb. (1399) 
Read 1° 19 Feb, (457) 
Read 1° 19 Feb. (461) 
Read 1° 19 Feb. (460) 








House or CommMons—cont. 


Title of Bill. 


Steam Engines and Boilers (Per- 
sons in Charge) 
Teachers of Music (Registration 


Tenants’ Improvement (Ireland) 


Tenants’ (Ireland) 
(No. 2) 


Tied Houses Abolition 


lmprovement 


Trawlers’ Certificates Suspension 
[17 

Ulster Custom [55 | 

Vaccination 

Volunteers (Lreland) 

Wages Boards 

Water and Light Supply (Ireland) 


Workmen's 
(1897) Amendment 

Workmen’s Compensation Act 
1897 Amendment (No. 2) 

Workmen’s Houses Tenure 


Compensation Act | 


srought in by 


| Mr. Jacoby 


Colonel Brookfield 


Major Jameson 


Major Jameson 

Mr. Broadhurst 

Mr. Bignold 

Mr. Williain: Moore 

Mr, Broadhurst 

Mr. Thomas 0 Don 
nell 

Ser Charles Dill 

Mr. Conor O'Kelly 

Mr. Sydney Burton 

Mr. M‘Kennu 


Mr. Cnlaalle 


Progress. 
Read 1° 19 Feb. (454) 
Read |v 22 Feb. (903) 
Read |" 19 Feb. (456) 
Withdrawn 26 Feb. 
(1178) 
Read 1° 26 Feb. (1178) 
Read 1’ 20 Feb. (646) 
Read 1° 19 Feb. (454) 
Read 1° 20 Feb. (646) 
Read 1’ 27 Feb. (1393) 
Read 1’ 19 Feb. (459) 
Read 1’ 19 Feb. (462) 
Read 1’ 19 Feb. (459) 
Read I’ 19 Feb. (460) 
Read 1° 20 Feb. (645) 


Read 1’ 22 Feb. (904) 





























Appendix I, 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


SESSION 1901. 


list OF RULES, ORDERS, &C., which have been presented during the Session, and 
are required by Statute to lie for an appointed number of Days upon the Table 


of the House. 





Title of Paper. 


Intermediate Education (freland),--Copy of ‘Time 
Table of Examinations for 1901 [41 and 42 Vic., ¢. 
66, s. 6] 


Supreme Court of Judicature Act (Ireland), 1877,— 
Copy of Order in Council, dated 28th December. 
1900, giving effect to Rules of Court [40 and 41 Vie.. 
Cc. 27, s. 69] 


Supreme Court of Judicature Act (Ireland), 1877,—- 
Copy of Order in Council, dated 30th January, 1901, 
giving effect to a Rule of Court [40 and 41 Vie., 
¢. 97, 8. 69) 


Agriculture and Technical Instruction (Ireland) Act, 
1899 (Rules),—-Copy of Rules made under the Act 
for the execution of the Judicial duties in the 
Fisheries (Ireland) Acts, 1842 to 1898 [62 and 68 
Vie., ¢. 50, 8, 28 (2)] 


Agriculture and Technical Instruction (Ireland) Act, 
1899 (Rules),--Copy of Amended Rules for the 
Administration of heies under The Sea and Coast 
Fisheries Fund (Lreland) Act, 1884 [62 and 63 Vie., 
c. 50, s. 28 (2)]. 


Union of Benefices Act (All Saints, Knightsbridge, 
and Holy Trinity, Knightsbridge),--Copy of Scheme 
for effecting an union of the Benetices of All Saints, 
Knightsbridge, and Holy Trinity, Knightsbridge 
(23 and 24 Vic., ¢«. 142, 8. 15] 


Universities (Scotland) Act, 1889 (Ordinance), Copy 
ot University Court Ordinance No. Il. (St. 
Andrews No. 1) (Foundation of the Bute Chair of 
Anatomy in the University of St. Andrews) [52 and 
53 Vic.,¢c. 55, s. 20] 


I niversities (Scotland) Act, 1889 (Ordinance),--Copy 
of University Court Ordinance No. IV. (St. 
Andrews No. 2) (Foundation of the Chandos Chair 
of Physiology in the University of St. Andrews) 
(52 and 53 Vie.. ¢. 55, s. 20] 


Universities of Oxford and Cambridge Act, 1877 
(Oxford)--Copy of a Statute made by the Govern- 
ing Body of Brasenose College, Oxford, on 20th June, 
1900, altering Statutes [IL., V., XIIL, and XVL. of 
the Statutes of that College [25 and 26 Vie., ¢. 26, 
s. 7] 

Universities of Oxiord and Cambridge Act, 1877 


be ag, te 2 of a Statute made by the Governing | 
Body of New College, Oxford, under the Universities 


of Oxford and Cambridge Act, 1877, on 10th 
October, 1900, and sealed on the 23rd day of 
October, 1900, altering Statute III. of the Statute> 
oi that College [25.ond 26 Vic.. e. 26, s. 7] 


Date from which | Period to lie upon 
the Period runs. the Table. 


14 February 40 days 


14 February LOW sitting days 


| 


14 February 100 sitting days 


14 February 40 Days 


14 February 


40 days 


15 February Two calendar 


months 
15 Febrnary 12 weeks 
15 February 12 weeks 
15 February 12 weeks 
15 February 12 weeks 





List oF Ruies, Ornpers, &c¢.—continued. 





| 
>, | Date from which | Period to lie upon 
ee ibe Le rivd runs. the Table. 





Universities of Oxford and Cambridge Act, 1877 15 February 12 weeks 
(¢ ‘ambridge),—C opy of aStatute made by the ( tov ern- 
ing Body ‘of the U Iniversity of Cam bridge, under the | 
Universities of Oxford and Cambridge Act, 1877 7, on | 
13th October, 1900, altering Statute B of the Univer- 

sity [40 and 41 Vic., c. 48, s. 50] | 


Endowed Schools Act, 1869, and Amending Acts,- | 15 February 2 months 
Copy of Scheme under The Endowed Se +hools Act, 
1869, and Amending Acts, for the Management of | 
the Charity of William Price, in the “parish of , 
Fareham, in the county of Southampton, founded | 
by Will dated 24th August, 1721 [36 and 37 Vice., 
c. 87,8 . 2 | 


Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899,— | 19 February One month 
Copy of Additional and Amending General Orders : 
for the Regulation of Proceedings under and in 
pursuance of The Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899 [62 and 63 Vie., ¢. 47. s. 15] 





Board of Education,—Copy of Minute of the Board | 20 February | month 
of Edueation, dated 31st July, 1900, modifying | 7 
Article 101 (g) of the Day School, 1900 [33 and 34 | 
Vic., c. 75, s. 97] 


Public Records (Paymaster General's Department),— 21 February 4 weeks 

Copy of Second Schedule containing a List and 
Particulars of Classes of Doeuments which have 
been removed from the Office of His Majesty's 
Paymaster General, and deposited in the Puilic 
Record Office, but which are not considered of 
sufficient public value to justify their preservation 
therein [40 and 41 Vie., ¢. 55, s. 1] 


Public Reeord= (Court of Common Pleas),—Copy of 21 February 4 weeks 
Schedule eet a List and Partieulars of : 
Classes of Documents of Her late Majesty's Courc 
of Common Pleas at Westminster, which are not 
considered of sufficient public value to justify their 
preservation in the Public Record Office [40 and 41 
Vie., c. 55, 8. 1] 


Inebriate Retreats (Rules for Management),—Copy | 25 February =| 4 weeks (whilst 
of Regulations made with the approval of the the House is 
Secretary of State for the Home Department. for sitting) 
the Domestic Management of the Corngreaves 
Hall Retreat, licensed as a Retreat under the 
Inebriates Acts, 1879 to 1899 [61 and 62 Vie., e. GO, s. 

21 (1)| 








